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O fommo Dio, come i guidici umani 
Speffo offufcati fon da un nembo ofcuro ; Axlost. 


How much too often, ye celeftial Pow’rs, 
Do all men’s judgments err, and doubtlefs ours. 





an sorenewasannande 





Art. I. The Holy Bible; or the Backs accounted Sacred, 
otberwife called the Books of the Old and New Covenants. 
Faithfully tranflated from corrected Texts of the Originals 
with various Readings, Explanatary Notes, and Critical Re- 
marks. By the Rev. Alexander Geddes, LL.D. Vol. f. 
gto. al. ars. 6d. Printed for the Author. Faulder, &c. 
1792. 

THIS volume was publifhed before the commencement of 

our literary labours, but as it is a part of a large and pe- 
culiarly important work, the remainder of. which unavoidably 
will come before us, and our opinion of the whole of which 
may be particularly expected, we fhall venture to difpenfe with 

a rule which we meant to have kept invariably, and endeavour 

to give the readers of this Review, our impartial and unbiaffed 

fentiments. What are the author’s political tenets, or with 
whom he is connected as a friend or companion, will have no 
influence upon us. His Profpeétus, though we might differ 
from the Doétor as to fome points, gives us a high idea of his 
ingenuity and indu(try, and we have perufed the tranflation be- 
fore us with fome degree of fatisfa&tion, and certainly with 
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2 Dr. Geddes on the Bible. 


Very minute attention. Every thing relative to the Sacred Scrip- 
tiresis important. The queftion has often been agitated, whe. 
ther we fhould have a vernacular tranflation of them forthe ufe 
of the people. In the mean time, we are much indebted to the 
learned who have employed their pains upon particular books : 
to Bifhops Lowth and Newcome, to Drs. Blaney and Hodgfon, 
andto Mr. Wintle. We think it has been toomuch the prac- 
tice to depreciate the tranflation of James the Firft, of which 
we fhall fay more hereafter ; and Dr. Kennicott was of opi- 
nion, that even thofe tranflators had differed from others with- 
out material improvement, and fometimes for the worfe. We 
could | produce inftances from the Pfalms, wherein the verfion 
read in our Churches, which was Coverdale’s, is fuperior to 
the other incorporated in our common Bibles. 

There is a circumftance which we ought not to conceal, or 
to difguife. After the miraculous imtegrity of the Hebrew 
text was, io # me meafere given up ; after it feemed to be ac- 
knowledyed, that the Maforetical points were of later date, 
the rage of alteration became fo ftrong that it knew no bounds. 
Many paflages of Scripture, which, to common underftandings, 
carricd a good, plain, edifying fenfe, were pronounced cor- 
rupt. If averfe os two did not come in the regular order, it 

was tranfpofed ; if there wasa feeming error in chronology, 
an cafy remedy was applied by the fuppofition of an interpo- 


lation. If hemiftics did not come. forward in exaét meafure, | 


fome MS. was ready to lupply the defect. Our readers will 
robably remember feveral paffages reflored to their original 
reading by Bifhup Warburton, which Dr. Kennicott wifhed 
to alter, and ot her i inftances might be produced refpeCting other 
wniters. 
Dr. Hunt has pointed out a much more fober-minded mode 


of crisicifim to thofe who have leifureto ftudy the Oriental Jan- 


, 


guages. Some fignifications which the Scriptures and Rabbin- & 


ical books du pot point our, are preferved in the Arabic, and 
we may be permmted by the way to obferve, that though we 
do not contend for the Maforetical points, yet that the mode 
of reading the Arabic language is a proof that the Hebrew lan- 
guage was read with points, either expreiled or underftood, 
and confequently that thole letters, which fome contend were 


ufed as vowels mutt always have esi as they fill ams comha ‘4 
dered in the Arabic language, confonants. Whatever may be 


the taults or uapertectio ns of the Maforetical editions, we are 
now too wile tu think that they have been fabricated by the 


Jews, to the injury of C hriftianity. The real pronunciation § 


of the language is loit, but foine refpeQ is due to thofe who 
learned 
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Dr. Geddes cn the Bible. 3 
Jearned it from children, who worfhip God in it, and who 


have it not in their power to invalidate one article of the Chrif- 
tian Fauh. Jf Rabbinical writers have refinedtoo much, fo 
alfo have certain Chriftian writers. It is our duty to fele& 
from all, what is jult and folid. Every fpecies of learning has 
its drofs. “The Philofopher, the Philologilt, the Antiquarian, 
have certain reveries, which, ought to be treated with the in- 
dulgence due to human iofirmity. 

The work before.us is dedicated to Lord Petre, its peculiar ' 

tron. 

The Preface opens with a jult praife of the Five Books of 
Mofes, which, Dr. G. fays, if the idea of Divine Infpiration 
be out of the quefion, and that peint is to be dilcuifed in a gene- 
ral preface, mult be allowed to be an admirable compolitions 
Notwithitanding this implied doubt as to the doctrine of in- 
fpiration, which can only be adverted to with propriety, after 
we have heard his featimenss at hasge, a decided preference is 
given to Mofes over alk the, writers of antiquity, of Greece 
as well as Rome, im which opigion we molt heartily concur. 

The Doétor’s obfervations oa the, Hiftory of the Creation 
appear by far too refined. Is was the intention: of Scriptuze 
to teach us religiog and not philofephy ; and this. purpole is 
fully anfwered by faying, thata wie and, good Creator formed 


.the world, and made ample provafion for every thing in it, The 


degree of light which exifted for the firft thrce days it is not 
material to afcertain. “Though we are informed trom Orjgen, 
that no one of a found mind can imagine that there, were aa 
evening and a morning three days without.a fun, yet we 
might have fuppofed that Mofes defigned thefe terms of morne 
ing and evening to be rather meafures of time, than expreflive 
of the real {tate of the world. Care feems to. be taken to af- 
fure us, that God created the world in fix days, becaufe on this 
was founded the inftitution of the Sabbath, We cannot well 
under(tand why the Do@or fhould adopt the term expanfe in- 
{tead of firmament. 

But the Doétor {peaks out, and fays p. s1, ‘* If we may 
fuppofe that the Hebrew Hittoriographer invented his Hex- 
ahemeron or {ix days creation to enforce more ftrongly the 
obfervance of the Sabbath, which I think much more than 
probable, may we not, in like manner confider his Hiftor 
of the Pallas an excellent Mythologue (a word which he 
fays is coined in the fair mint of Englith Analogy) to ac- 
count for the origin of human evil and man’s antipathy to 
the reptile race?” He then, in a ftrain of triumph, goes 
on tocompare this to the Fables of Pilpay or A‘fop,. and con- 
cludes the paragraph thus :—“ Reader! doft thow diflike this 
B 2 ‘* mode 
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2 Dr. Geddes on the Bible. 


Very minute attention. Every thing relative to the Sacred Scrip- 
tiresis important. The queftion has often been agitated, whe. 
ther we fhouid have a vernacular tranflation of them for the ufe 
of the people. In the mean time, we are much indebted to the 
learned who have employed their pains upon particular books : 
to Bifhops Lowth and Newcome, to Drs. Blaney and Hodgfon, 
andto Mr. Wintle. We think it has been toomuch the prac- 
tice to depreciate the tranflation of James the Firft, of which 
we fhall fay more hereafter ; and Dr. Kennicott was of epi- 
nion, that even thofe tranflators had differed from others with- 
out material improvement, and fometimes for the worfe. We 
could | produce inftances from the Pfalms, wherein the verfion 
read in our Churches, which was Coverdale’s, is fuperior to 
the other incorporated in our common Bibles. 

There is a circumftance which we ought not to conceal, or 
to difguife. 
text was, io # me meafetrre given up ; after it fecmed to be ac- F 
knowledyed, that the Maforetical points were of later date, 
the rage of alteration became fo ftrong that it knew nobounds. & 
Many paffages of Scripture, which, to common underftandings, F 
carricd a good, plain, edifying fenfe, were pronounced cor- § 
rupt. If averfe of two did not come in the regular order, it @ 

was tran{pofed ; if there wasa feeming error in chronology, § 
an eafy remedy was applied by the fuppofition of an interpo- @ 
lation. If hemiftics did notcome.forward in exact meafure, | 
fome MS. was ready to fupply the defect. Our readers will 

robably remember feveral paffages reflored to their original 
reading by Bilhop Warburton, which Dr. Kennicott withed 
to alter, and other inftances might be produced refpeCting other 
writers. 

Dr. Hunt has pointed out a much more fober- minded mode 
of crisicifm tothofe who have leifureto ftudy the Oriental Jan- 
guages. Some fignifications which the Scriptures and Rabbin- | 

ical books do not point out, are preferved in the Arabic, and 
we may be permnted by the way to obferve, that though we 
do not contend for the Maforetical points, yet that the mode 
of reading the Arabic language is a proof that the Hebrew lan- 
guage was read with points, either expreiled or underftood, 
and confequently that thofe letters, which fome contend were 
ufed as vowels mult always have been, as they ftill are canfi- 
dered in the Arabic language, confonants, Whatever may be 
the faults or imperfeétions of the Maforetical editions, we are 
now too wile to think that they have been fabricated by the 
Jews, to the injury of Chriftianity. ‘The real pronunciation 
of the language is loit, but fone refpeR is due to thofe who 
learned 
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Dr. Geddes on the Bible. 3 


Jearned it from children, who worfhip God in it, and who 
have it not in their power to invalidate one article of the Chrif- 
tian Faith, Jf Rabbinical writers have refined too much, fo 
alfo have certain Chriftian writers. It is our duty to felec& 
from all, what is jultand folid. Every {pecies of learning has 
its drofs. The Philofopher, the Philologilt, the Antiquarian, 
have certain reveries, which,ought to be treated with the in- 
dulgence due to human infirmity. 

The work before.us is dedicated to Lord Petre, its peculiar | 

tron. 

The Preface opens with a jult praife of the Five Baoks of 
Mofes, which, Dr. G. fays, if theirdea of Divine Infpiration 
be out of the quefion, and that peintis to be dilculfed in a ygene- 
ral preface, muit be allowed to be an admirable compolition, 
Notwithitanding this implied doubt as to the doctrine of in- 
fpiration, which can only be adverted to with. propriety, after 
we have heard his fentimenss\at large, a decided preference is 
given to Mofes over alk the, writers of antiquity, of Greece 
as well as Rome, im which opigion we molt heartily concur. 

The Doétor’s obfervations og the, Hiftory of the Creation 
appear by far too refined, Is was the intention, of Scripture 
to teach us religiog and not philofephy ; and this, purpofe. is 
fully anfwered by faying, thata wie and, good Creator formed 


.the world, and made ample provifion for evary thing in it, The 


degree of light which exifed for the firlt three days it is not 

material to afcertain. “Though we are informed from Origen, 

that no one of a found mind caa imagine that there; were aa 

evening and a morning three days without.a fun, yet we 

might have fuppofed that Mofes defigned thefe terms of morne 

ing and evening to be rather meafyres of time, than expreflive 

of the real ftate of the world. Care feems to. be taken to af, 
fure us, that God created the world in fix days, becaufe on thig 
was founded the inftitution of the Sabbath, We cannot well 
under{tand why the Do@or fhould adopt the term expanfe in- 
{tead of firmament. 

But the Door fpeaks out, and fays p. #1, ‘* If we may 
fuppofe that the Hebrew Hiltoriographer invented his Hex- 
ahemeron or {ix days creation to enforce more {trongly the 
obfervance of the Sabbath, which I think much more than 
probable, may we not, in like manner contider his Hiftory 
of the Fall as an excellent Mythologue (a word which he 
fays is coined in the fair mint of Englith Analogy) to ac- 
count for the origin of human evil and man’s antipathy to 
** the reptile race?” He then, in a ftrain of triumph, goes 
on tocompare this to the Fables of Pilpay or Atfop,, and con- 
cludes the paragraph thus :—** Reader! doft thou diflike this 
B 2 ‘* mode 
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4 Dr. Geddes on the Bible. 
*¢ mode of interpretation? Embrace any other that pleafes 


*¢ thee better. Be only pleafed to obferve that the authority of : 


«¢ Scripture is by no means weakened by this interpretation, 
as will be fully proved in its proper place.”” Here we fee a 
difciple of Dr. Prieftley, who, in his Theological Repofitory, 
had advanced fimilar opinions, had reprefented Mofes a faith- 
ful honeft hiftorian of what hefaw and heard, but, like all 
other early hiftorians, giving way to fable as to primitive 
times. Dr. Price treated this opinion of his friend very 
roughly. Dr. Prieftley faid in anfwer, ‘* You did not know 
«* that the paper upon the Creation was mine, otherwife you 
«* would not have treated it fo feverely. You know I donot 
*« believe infpiration to the fame degree with yourfelf.” Such 
was the fub{tance of his reply. 

We, who believe the doétrine of infpiration in a more ple- 
nary way than either Dr. P. or Dr. G. cannot either refolve 
thisaccount into fable, or, with Philo, into an allegory. And 
if Bifhop Sherlock's interpretation of the promife that she feed 
ofthe woman fhould bruife the Serpent's bead, be not fatisfactory 


to our readers (fuch it was to Bifhop Newton), we have not | 


the prefumption tothink that any {tronger arguments can be 
urged by ourfelves in confirmation of it. We feel ourfelves 
fomewhat alarmed, however, if the origin of evil and the in- 
ftitution of the Sabbath muft: reft upon a fabulous hiftory.— 
‘« Once more,” fays the Doétor, ina note, p. rr. I muft 
** requelt the reader to take notice, that throughout this pre- 
** face, I conftantly fet afide the idea of infpiration, and con- 
** fider the hiftorical part of the Pentateuch as a mere human 
*¢ compofition.” 

«© In the feveral books of Holy Scripture, whether of the 
Old or New Teftament, it was difcovered that there were fome 
flight variations in rehearfing the fame facts, but are we 
therefore to conclude that becaufe thefe very variations proved 
what Mr. Paley calls undefignednefs, care was not taken in 




































RACES ie es A RT 
1 on. en ghOl age 4 


Ueecas 


LORS aT 


aff 


regard to important points? Does not every one fee that the @ 
whole do&rine of Redemption is conneéted with the fall of § 


man? And does not the abje& condition of the animal which 


was the inftrument of fedu@ion, tend (trongly to confirm the é 


reality of the faét, and is not that fa& frequently referred to 
in the New Tettament 


The Door goes on to tell us, “ that the fpeculative part of i. 


«« the Mofaic divinity is «x remely concife, fammed up in the 
‘* beliet of one God, and of fubord:nate beings called his An- 
*« gels, or Meilengers.”” We mult acknowledge that we ftill 
believe the divinity of Jefus Chrift to be declared in Ex- 
odus 
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Dr. Geddes on the Bible. 5 


odlus 23.—21. Beware of him, obey his voice, provike him not ; 
for he will not pardon your tranjgreffions ; for my name ts in him. 

It is needlefs to remind our readers, that py fignifies ellence 

«¢ His abfolute attributes,” continues the Doétor, ** are om- 
‘+ nipotence and omnifcience. He is alfo reprefented as jult, be~ 
«« nevolent, long-futfering, and merciful ; but thefe qualities 
“ are clothed ia colours that infpire fear rather than love ; the 
«« empire of this latter was long after to’ be eftablithed by a 
« greater lawgiver than Mofes.” Weadmit, with gratitude, 
the fuperior excellence of the Chriftian difpenfation, but we 
do not admit that at any period of time the difpenfations of 
Providence were more calculated to infpire fear than love.— 
They that will not obey from love, mutt be taught obedience 
from fear. As wickednefs abounds, the terrors of the Lord 
mult be defcribed. Let us only remember the conference of 
Abraham with the Angels, and what more beautiful illuftra- 
tion can there be, that if obdurate fin were not too prevalent, 
mercy, at all periods of the world, hath rejoiced again{t judg- 
ment? Let any one perufe the conciufion of the fecond com- 
mandment. Are the pernicious effects of iniquity more diffu- 
five than the falutary effe&ts of piety ? The truth is, that fanc- 
tion was prior to the law of Mofes ; it began with the crea- 
tion, and in the ordinary d'fpenfations of Providence, in the 
diltribution of temporal good and evil, remains to this hour, 
and will continue to the end of the warld. The extraordinary 
difpenfaion of good and evil to the Ifraclites was analogous to 
this ordinary difpenfation in all ages. Health, riches, ho- 
nours, ficknefs, poverty, difgrace, all defcend to diltant genc- 
rations, to increafe the temporal fan@ions of Religion, that 
they who will not look forward to another world, may be 
alarmed by mifery which will befal them and their pofterity 
inthis, Whether the Hebrews were Anthropomorphites or 
not, we cannot tell, but even Chriftians, after the fulle(t reve- 
Jation ot God’s will, are allowed to fpeak of him after the 
manner of men ; and to the Ifraelites every circumftance was 
prefented which could increafe their love and veneration for 
the Almighty, and which might prevent them from comparing 
him with deified heroes, or with any created being. 

In the praife which the Doétor beftows both on the moral 
and ritual part of the Mofaic Inftitution, we moft heartily con- 
cur. But we do not allow thathe was making a compojition 
with the Ifraelites. We contend, that every part of their ce- 
remonial law was emblematical of inward purity. The dif- 
tinction of clean and unclean animals might have a fecondary 
referenceto health, but its moft important ufe was to incul- 
cate an innocent and fpotlefs life. Men in allagesand in all 

countries 
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6 Dr. Geddes on the Bible. 


countries have confidered particular animals as emblematical 
of particular virtuesand vices. Nay, in procefs of time when 
the [fraelites became thoroughly depraved, the Almighty de- 
clared, {peaking bumano more, that he abhorred his own infti- 
tutions, when they were no longer obferved for the prous pur- 
pofes which he originally and indifputably intended. 

We ftill think that the Government was a Theocracy, and 
nota Republic —The appointment of fuboriimate Magiftrates 
does not invalidate this opinion, even thoagh the choice of 
them were vefted in the people. In cafes of difficulty, the 
Almighty was ever at hand to give inftruCtion. 

With refpec to the penal laws of Mofes, we fhould in- 
volve ourfelves in a delicate and a difficult difputation, were 
we either relatively or abfolutely to difcufs their propriety — 
Many arethe circumftances which diftance of time conceals 
from us, and great would be the danger, were any nation in 
modern times exactly to follow even thofe laws, which may 
be equally juft and ufeful ia all ages. We know, from fatal 
obfervation, that adultery isnot punifhed in the prefent day 
with adequate feverity, and that idolatry was attended with fo 
many fatal confequences to the whole human race, that no pu- 
nifhment could be too heavy. Not to mention, that every 
crime mult be punifhed not only according to its intrinfic tur- 
pitude, but in proportion as the temptations to commit it, 
are more violent and frequent. 

We agree with Dr. Geddes, that the Municipal laws of 
Mofes are excellent on the whole, and, as the Bifhop of Lon- 
don * has proved in one of his Sermons, full of liberality, be- 
nienity, and love. 


The Doétor thinks, ** That the Pentateuch was not written by 
Mofes; that it was written in the land of Chanaan (when we quote 
v« his words we ule his fpelling too) and moft prebably at Jerufalem ; 
*¢ not before the reign of David. nor after that of Hezekiah, but in 


«* the pacific reign of Solomon, yet confefles there are fome marks of 
«s a poiterior date, or poiterior interpolation,” 


He believes it to be compiled from ancient documents, fome 
coeval with Mofes, fome anterior to him. He believes that 
the Hebrews had no writtten documents before the days of 
Mofes, that fome remarkable tree, under which a Patriarch 
had refided, forme pillar which he had ereéted, fome heap 
which he had raifed, fome ford which he had croffed, fome {pot 
where he had encamped, fome field which he had purchafed, 
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Dr. Geddes on the Bible. 7 


the tomb in which he had been laid; all thefe ferved as fo 
many kinks to hand his name down to polterity ; and thea we 
are told «* that the marvellous will fometimes creep in.” We 
cannot perfectly comprehend why the general belief of ancient 
and modern times fhould be thus rafhly fet afide ; but this, it 
feems, is Jideral belief and ratrenal Chriftianity ! 

The Do@or tells us, that he has endeavoured to form a ge- 
nuine copy of the Pentateuch. He fays, * that his labour 
‘« has been great and long, and his expectations are not fmall.” 
We fhall, in fome meafure, ufe the liberty which he. invites 
everyone totake,and, perhaps, ouranimadverfions may be liable 
to many objections ; but we can jultly hope, that as they will 
not be given with petulance, with acrimony, or in a dictatorial 
manner ; fo they will be received with patience and with can- 
dour, as a fomething, at leaft, contributed towards the im- 
provement of Biblical knowledge. 

Of the tranflation itfelf, the Doétor fays, ‘* I could have 
« made my verfion more clear, and, I believe, more elegant, 
«if I had not, with fome reludtance, adhered too {triGly to 
‘¢ the rules of verbal tranflation; for which, however, many 
‘* of my readers will, probably, be more thankful, than if 
«« had, like my fellow renderers on the Continent, taken a 
‘ freer range. ‘The fetters of long ufage are not eafily bro- 
« ken, even when that ufage is tyrannical. But the day may 
‘¢ come, when the tranflator of the Bible wiil be as little 
«¢ fhackled as the tranflator of any other ancient book.” 

Whenthe tranflators in James the Fir(t’s time began their 
work, they prefcribed to themfelves fome rules, which it may 
not be amifs tor all tranflators to follow.—Their reverence 
for the facred Scriptures induced them to be as literal as they 
could, to avoid obfcurity, and it mutt be acknowledged, that 
they were extremely happy in the fimplicity and dignity of 
their expreflions. ‘Their adherence to the Hebrew idiom 1s 
fuppofed at once to have enriched and adorned our language ; 
and as they laboured for the general benefit of the learned 
and the unlearned, they avoided all words of Latin original, 
when they could find words in our own Janguage, even with 
the aid of adverbs and prepofitions which would exprefs their 
meaning. ‘This mode of proceeding we cannot but recom- 
mend in every other verlion intended for general ule. ‘There- 
fore, make is better than conftitute; and look into is better than 
in/pe&; and fo we may fay of the reft. Another rule they 
adopted was, to exclude technical expreflions. Inftead of 
cavalry, they put Aorfemen; inftead of mutter, they put mum- 
ber, In this there was a dignity, a fuperior reverence to the 

word of God. 
6 The 
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The revival of learning introduced a pradtice of tranfpofing 
words from their grammatical order into an order fomewhat 
refembling the Greek and Roman. In this refpeé& too they 
confulted the genius of our own language, which rarely ad- 
mits of fuch a tranfpofition. Several of our modern tranfla- 
tions have imitated the tranfpofition of the Hebrew language, 
and the Doétor, in ye tes as well as verfe of Holy Writ, 
has done the fame. ecannot but think this unneceflary ; 
the learned do not ftand in need of fuch affiftance, in which 
there is a diltant imitation of Montanus’s interlineary verfion, 
and all readers, whether learned or unlearned, find a degree 
of harfhnefs in it.. That there have been great authorities for 
fo doing, is not denied, but we fhall be glad to fee the prac- 
tice abolifhed, which yet is more allowable in the poetry than 
in the profe of Scripture. 

The obvious queftion is, would the writers have ufed this 
inverted order if they had written in our language ? 

If thefe general obfervations fhall appear to be well found- 
ed, we need not, in the courfe of our examination, repeat 
them ; and we muft beg leave to obferve alfo, that the Doc- 
tor feems to have made many changes in expreffion, where 
there were none in fignification, much for the worfe. For 
inftance, the Paffsver is called the Skipover. This is certain- 
ly very ludicrous. A burnt offering is a holocauft ; the Taber- 
nacle of the Congregation is the Convention Tent ; a meat of- 
fering is adonative. Examples might be multiplied, but thefe 
are fufficient. Jehovah jireh is Jeve jire ; but what ufe is 
there in changing the name of Jehovah, even admitting that 
the afpirate He was ever ufed as an ¢, which yet is quite dif- 

utable? ; 

To put the interpretation of the Nomina ex rehus indita, or 
fignificant names, within brackets, feems to be very ufeful. 

We fhall now prefent our readers with fome of the mate- 
rial alterations in each Book, often leaving them to decide 
upon their merit. 


GENESIS, 


te— 2. A vehement wind overfweeping the waters, 
N. ‘* Liverally a wind of God. An ordinary mode of phrafing 
** among the Hebrews, fignifying great. ‘I he com- 
** mon rendering, the Spirit of God is hardly confo- 
«* nant either with the apparent {cope of the author, or 
*« the obvious conftru€tion of the text,’? ‘This inter- 


pretation may, however, with good reafon be contro- 
verted, 


— 16. ‘© The greater luminary for the regulation of the day, 


** and the lefler luminary for the regulation of the 
ee night.”” 


** ‘The evening had come and the morning had come.” 
3%. 
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31. * Thus it was when God, reviewing all that he had 
*« made, faw it to be very excellent.” 

2 . §- ** Hitherto, neither plant nor herb of the field exifted or 
** could grow upon the earth, for the Lord God had 
‘* caufed no rain to fall upon the earth, nor were there 
«* men to till the ground, but a flood rifing out of the 
6. ‘* earth, drenched the whole face of the ground.” This 

the Doétor calls the Epilogue of the firit Chapter. 

We had hitherto fuppofed, that every thing was produced 
fpontaneoufly, without rain from above, and without 
the labour of man. 

18. I will make, inftead of the plural. Confuktation with in- 
finite wifdom, power and goodnefs, is out of the quef- 
tion. Volition is action, He /pake and it was done, is 
the moft emphatical reprefentation of an initantaneous 

sroduction conformable to the will of God, Many 
leave men apply this as a proof of the doctrine of 
the Trinity. The Doétrine refts upon more in tifputa- 
ble proofs. 

3 7. ‘ Sutching together fig-leaves, they made to themfelves 
waift-girdles.”” 

24. * Cherubs with flame-brandijbing {words, to guard the 
avenue to the Treeof Life.” ‘The Dottor ules many 
of thefe harfh compounds. Among others, in a for- 
mer publication, we remember God-dezrading. 

He conje€tuites that thefe Cherubs were tremendous 2rial 
forms, accompanied with vivid lightning. 

2. ** A god-like man-child.”’ 

14. ** Thou exileft me, when fecluded from thy prefence, I 
“© thall be a reftle/s fugitive.” 

— 15. NV.“ A token of fecurity not fet a mark upon, which the 
‘¢ Hebrew will not bear.” 

23. “ Aman I havekilled. But tomy own wounding. A 

24. ‘* young man, but to my own bruifing. If feven-fold 
** vengeance be taken for Cain, for Lamech mutt fe- 
** venty times feven-fold.” 

We agree fo far with the Doctor that Lamech was con- 
fcious that he was juftified in killing the man. But we 
think the very words imply that the man was the ag- 
greffor, and that he was put to deata for the wounds 
and the bruifes which he had inflicted upon Lamech. 

26. ‘This man afpired to be called after the name of God, 

‘The common tranflation pleafes us much m: re. 

We think the chapter endsas properly here as it would 
do with the 24th verfe, 

The firit verte of the sth Chapter begins the Grnealogy, 
which 1s fubftituted for Generations. ; 

6. 2. ‘* The fonsof the Gods, 7. ¢. (ina note) the great and 

‘* powerful, who, after the example of Enos, arrugated 
«* to themfelves a god-like fupe:iority over the vulgar 
** clafs 
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** clafs of men, whofe daughters they ravi/bed at plea- 
«© fure. ‘The fpurious fruit of fuch connexions be- 
** came a lawlefs, hardy race of mencalled Giants, not 
“* fo much, perhaps, from their enormous ftature, as 
‘*« from their outrageous violence-” The common tran- 
flation is literal = em except owen may be ren- 
dered the Gods, that is the great men. ‘They, as well 
as Enos, might fay co the Doctor, Unde petitum, &c. 

** | will never, at xwawares, pronounce judgment againft 
** mankind.” 

How much more forcibly does the common tranflation 
exprefs the mercy of God, who declares his remem- 
brance of human infirmity, and allows 120 years for 
repentance ? 

** So when God beheld the earth, and faw that it was 
‘* corrupied (for corrupted were the manners of all 
** earthly ficfe )” 

*© The abomination inftead of the end.” : 

“ A floping deck foalt thou make ta the ark, and fhalt top it 
‘© Jas 

“© To fore/oun the waters.” 

«« Ground reptiles—birds and birdlings.”* 

** Pairs of all fiefh, in which was vital breath.”’ 

“* Given in command.” 

** A newly-plucke olive-leaf.” 

** According to their kindreds.”” Catachrefis. Vir gregis. 

‘© From a man’s ows brother, even.” 

Let us obferve, once for all, that the Doétor, in feveral in- 
ftances, miftakes this appellation, fo familiar in the Old 
and New Teftamnent. Here it furely means fellow- 
creature, and is ufed to point out in ftronger terms the 
atrocioufnefs of murder. 


n the 13th Ch.v. og. We are brethren is changed to We are kinfmen. 


The tenfe is hereby weakened. 


— 2s. Ina note, ** The imprecations and benedi¢tions of Noah 
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«* have puzzled interpreters.” It feems to us wonder- 
ful, that men do not yet perceive, that thefe bleffings 
and curfes were denunciations of God’s vengeance, 
That holy men fpake only as they were infpired : that 
their power to bleis and to curfe was given them from 
above. 

Accurfed # Canaan: a flave of flaves thall he be to his 
brethren, is the literal interpretation, but the Doétor 
makes ita with, 

Nimrod is a powerful plunderer.—We are informed in 
the note that the word hunter expreffes too little. 
‘* Nimrod was a frecbooter in the worft fenfe of the 
« word; 2 lawlefsdefpot, who regarded neither God 


*«* nor man.” 


4. A rame-place inflead of a name. 


i2- 





13. 
$6. 


17. 


18. 


21. 


24. 
27. 
30. 


gt 













































le 


id 
1@ 


Ne 


ah 
T- 
gs 


lat 
m 


his 
tor 

in 
‘le. 


the 
od 


42 


12. 


13 


6. 
17. 


18. 


21. 
23. 
24. 
27- 
30. 


gt 


32. 
33+ 


34 
35° 


Dr. Geddes on the Bible, DE: 


— 14. “ Ithappened accordingly.” It came to pafs foems to us 


more cafy and fimple. 

10. ** Irriguous” inftead of well-watered. 

1g. The Bottor fays it thould be «* Beer Elohi rue.”—The 

common reading feems at leaft as eligible. oe: 

7. The Doétor tranfpofes the verb when in the original it 

ftands frit. 

27. Ali the men of his houfe, és better than domeftics. 

1. Turpentine tree for plane. 

8. Cream for butter. 

42. Year-worn for waxed old. 

33. Lemaritk grove inftead of grove. 

16. Market currency, for.current money with the merchant, 

2. Senior domettic, for eldeft fervane. 

37. Conttituted, for made. 

8. With great rivalry have I rivalled my fitter, inftead of 
great wreftlings have 1 wre(tled with my fiticr. 

a1. Leah faid im luck and fhe called his name Gad (luck), 

20. Delight in me for dwell with me. 

19. Teraphs for images. N.** I have retained the original 

word rather than venrare ona dubious equivalent, The 
‘© Teraphs are thought to have been little images con- 
‘* fecrated to Religion, like the Penates or Houfehold 
«« Gods of theRomans, Perhaps they were not mach 
«© different from the Indian ‘Talifmans.” Images is a 
term ee ees to common readers, and as ex. 
preflive as Teraphs. 

m 40. Initead of Thus I was; inthe day the drought confumed 
me, and the froft by night, «« I was fcorched by day, 
«« I was fcorched by night: by day the drought con- 
fumed me; by night the froft.”” The Doétor fays he 
has followed the Chaldee and the Arabic, as being by 
far moft natural. We fee nothing unnatural in the 
common reading, 

— 52. Standing ftone initead of pillow. 

— 25. Strained inftead of out of joint. 

— 2, Concubines for handmaids.—They were fecondary wives, 
and are not ftigmatized by the original word, Why 
does atranflator take fuch a liberty, when they had 
the permiffion of their refpettive miftreffes. 

— 14. Inftead of I will lead on foftly, according as the cattle 
that goeth before me, and the children a able to en- 
dure, ** Whilt 1 will follow gently, at fuch a pace as 
‘¢ the incumbrance of the cattle, and the children 
‘* that are with me, fhall permit.” Query, Whether 
the word rendered cattle does not include all the train 
and baggage. 

— 10. Traffic for trade—acquire for get. 

— 8. Turpentine tree for ae 

—- 18. The Doétor fays the Sam. has Benjamim, the Sox of Day’. 
He is called the Son of Jacob’s old age. 
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12 Bell on the Bones and Mufeles. 


. =~ 1. Progeny for generations. 
39- Chap. Jofephis called a flave inftead of a fervant. The latter 
feemms the more proper. 
40. — 1. No receffity for faying the chief butler and the chief baker. 
The fimple names are efed in the original, and are to 
be underitood by wey of eminence. 

— 5. The variation of this verfe is more in words than in fenfe, 
and it runs lefs eafily in the Doétor’s than in our own 
verficn. 

‘* They both dreamed dreams in the fame night, each 
** his own dream, and the dream of each (that is of 
‘« the butler and the baker, which were detained in 
‘© the prifon-houfe) correfponding with its own inter- 
‘* pretation.” 
17. Forbake meats, paftry work, In old Englifh the former 
was ufed for the latter, 
41. — 42. For fine linen, muflin. 
42. — 1. Forcornin Egypt, a fale of grain in Egypt. This laft 
is the true fenfe of the original word. 

— og. Fornakednefs weaknefs, that is, the defencelefs condition, 

43- Attheend. They drank and were merry begins the 44th Ch, 
— _g. For pilgrimage, fojournment, 
43. 22. For 1 have given, I affign, 


‘ 


We fhall here for the prefent month conclude our obferva- 
tions on the arduous attempt of Dr. Geddes, intending, in 
our next number, to comprife the whole of what we have to 
offer on this firlt volume. 


(To be concluded in our next. ) 





Arr. IL. The Anatomy of the Bones, Mufcles, and Foints. By 
Fobn Beil, Surge. Large 8vo. 459 pp. gs. Edin- 
burgh, G. Mudis. 


NATOMY, in common with every other branch of na- 


tural {cience, has been going on in_ progreflive improve-§ 


ment ever fince the revival of letters in Europe. It therefore 
becomes necellarv, from timeto time, that new fyftems fh uld 
be formed, in which the eflays of different Profeflors, who 
have exerted themfelves in perfeCting the defcriptions of parti- 
cnlar parts of the body, or ina meliorating the whole, fhould 
be colledted. 

Defcriptions of the bones and mufcles, as being the maf 
fimple andobvious parts, have been long fince yiven with fo 
much accuracy ; their connexion, motion, and ules fo clearly 


pointed 
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pointed out, and fuch elegant delineations of them, publifhed 
by almoft innumerable Anatomitts, particularly by Bidler, Al- 
binus, Cowper, Winflow, Monro, Sir A. Haller, &c. as to 
leave little tobe done upon thofe parts, As far, therefore, as this 
volume extends, the obfervation with which the author begins - 
his preface, feems hardly admiffible. ‘* To thofe,” he as 
«© who are at all acquainted with books on Anatomy, tlre ap- 

arance of anew one on the fubject will not be furprifing.” 
Neither is what he obferves further on, where he cotnplains 
of the negleét of Anatomy, quite intelligible tous. So far, in- 
deed, are we from feeing any ttrong fymptoms of this neglect, 
that we are fometimes tempted to believe, that it is cultivated 
with a nicety bordering on faftidioufnefs, and thofe minute 
refearches into the minuter parts of the frame, which occupy 
fo much of the attention of many great Anatomilts, might 
fometimes, we imagine, be difpenfed with. Be this asit may, the 
errors in the defcriptions of the bones and mufcles, are by no 
means confiderable, and are fych as are eafily corre&ed by the 
teachers of Anatomy, and demontftrated on the dead body. And 
after all, no one muft expect to acquire a competent know- 
ledge of Anatomy from reading the beft and moft accu- 
rate defcriptions, or from examining and ever fo atten- 
tively contemplating the moft lively delineations. It is 
from actual infpe&tion of the parts, from frequenting the dif- 
fe&ting-room alone, that the ftudent muft expect to acquire that 
knowledge, which will enable him to become a good prac- 
tical Surgeon. It feemed, therefore, incumbent upon this au- 
thor to have pointed out, in a diftinét manner, in what his ac- 
countof the bones and mufcles excels thofe who have gone 
before him, or in- what, indeed, it differs fromthem. It will 
not, be expected that we fhould compare the defcrip- 
tion of each bone, mufcle, and joint, with the accounts of 
preceding writers, but as faras our examination has gone, the 
advantage is not always in favour of this work. Let any one 
examine it with Monro’s Anatomy, which we mention as bein 
in the hands uf every Surgeon, and which we think will jufti- 
fy usin this remark. 7 ae faid thus much, which regard 
to the great men who have laboured, and are labouring to im- 
prove the art, feemed to demand, we fhalk readily acknow- 
ledge that the author has collected his materials with indultry 
and has enriched his work with the principal improvements in 
phyfiology, which the prefent age has produced. 

We fhall now extra& two or three {pecimens, which will 


ferve to fhow the flyle of the author and give fome idea of the 
execution of the work. 


On 
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On the formation and growth of bones, the author obs 
ferves, 


«« Every bone has, like the foft parts, its arteries, veins, and ab* 
forbent veffcls; and every bone has its nerves too.’ We fce them 
entering into its fubftance in {mall threads, as on the furtaces of the 
frontal and parictal bones, We find delicate nerves going into each 
bone along with its nutritious veffels ; and yet we hardly believe the 
demonttration, fince bones feem quite infenfible and dead. We have 
no pain when the periofteum is rafped and feraped from the bone : we 
have no feeling when bones are cut in amputation: we feel no paia 
when a bone is trepanned, or when cauftics are applied to it. But 
there is a deception in all this. A bone may be exquifitely fenfible, 
and yet give no pain ; a paradox which is very eafily explained. A 
bone may feel acutely, and yet not fend its fenfation to the brain.— 
Tt is not fit that parts fhould feel in this fenfe, which are fo continually 
expofed to fhocks and blows, and all the accidents of life; which 
have to fuffer all the motions the other parts require. In this fenfe, 
the bones, the cartilages, ligaments, burfe, and all the parts that re- 
late to joints, are quite infenfible and dead. A bone does not feel, 
or iss feelings are not conveyed to the brain, except in the abfence of 
pain, it thews every mark of life. Scrape abone and us veflels bleed, 
cut or bore a bone, and granulations fprout up ; break a bone, and it 
will heal ; or cut a picce of it away, and more bone will be readily 
produced : hurt it and it inflames; burn it and it dies; take any 
proof of fenfibility, but the mere feeling of pain, and it will anfwer 
to the proof. In fhort thofe parts have a fenfibility which belongs to 
themfelves, but have no feeling in correfpondence with the general 
fy fem.” 


« A bone feels flimuli, and is excited to rea: injuties produce in- 
flammation in the bones, as in the foft parts; and then f{welling, 
and fpongy loofenefs, and a fulnefs of blood, fuppuration, ulcer, 
and the death and difcharge of the difeafed bone enfue. When the 
texture of a bone is thus loofened by inflammation, its feeling is 
roufed ; and the hidden fenfibility of the bone rifes up hke a new 
property of its nature: and as the eye, the fkin, and all feeling 
parts, have their fenfibility increafed by difeafe, the bones, liga- 
ments, burfie, and all the parts, whofe feeling, during health, is 
obf{cure and hardly known, are rcufed to a degree of fenfibility, far 
furpaffing the foft parts. ‘The wound of a joint is indeed lefs painful 
at firft, but when the inflammation comes, its fenfibility is raifed to 
a dreadful degree: the patient cries out with anguifh. No pains 
are equal to thofe which belong to the bones and joints.” 


Speaking of the various refearches into the caufes of mufcue 
lar motion, the author fays, 


«* Why fhould we feek the ultimate fibres of the mufcles, or fludy 
their forms, when the difcovery could not advance us one fingle ftep 
in the knowledge of its nature or effence? What avails it that we 
have difcovered, if. we have difcovered, the fhape of the particien df 

blood? 
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blood: the wave-like fibres within the fubftance of the nerves, orthe 
jointed appearance in the fimaller fibres of mufcles ? We do not un- 
derftand the nature of the blood, the properties of the nerves, nor 
the contraétive power of the mufcles, at all better by this peculiar 
form of the internal ftruéture, than we do by the grofler marks of 
their external form.” 

In defcribing the bones of the pelvis, he fays, ** The brim is that 
oval ring which parts the cavity of the pelvis from the cavity of the 
abdomen: it is formed by a continued and prominent line along the 
upper part of the facrum, the middle of the ilium, and the upper 
part or creft of the pubis. ‘This circle of the brim fupports the im- 
pregnated womb, keeps it up againft the preffure of the labour pains, 
and fometimes this line has been as arp as a paper-folder, and has 
ext acrofs the lower fegment of the uemb; and fo, by separating the 
from the vegina, has rendered the delivery impeffible ; and the child cape 
ing into the abdomen among the intefincs, the woman bas died.”” 


Where the author gleaned this obfervation we are unable to 

efs ; but we think we may venture to ailure him, that in- 
ead of this being an ordinary occurrence, or its happenin 
now and then, (which the word fometimes feems to imply 
1t never did, and we apprehend, never could happen. It has 
been fuppofed, that from the preflure of the pregnant ute- 
rus again{ft the brim of the pelvis, during the laft month 
or two of geftation, it fometimes happens, that a pant 
of the circumference of the cervix is bruifed and rendered thin 
and thus difpofed to rupture, incafe of the labour proving un- 
commonly violent or tedious ; and this has been alledged asa 
reafon why ruptures are more common in the cervix, than in 
any other part of the uterus. But before the edge of the 
bones could cut through the whole circumference of the ute- 
rus, and feparate it from the vagina, it muft have divided the 
refum, bladder, and all the intervening integuments, a cir- 
cumftance of which we have not the Teaft intimation in any 
medical writer. 





Art. III. A Defultory Sketch of the Abufes in the Militia, 
with Comparative Reflections on the Iucreafe of our Military 
Lflablifoments, and the Decreafe of our Manufadures. Te 
which is added, an accurate Abftra& from the laft printed 
Lifts, by which it will appear, that there are upwards of 
14,000 Officers on Full and Half-pay, whilft there exif? two 
hundred and thirty-eight Vacancies in the Militia at this cri- 
tical Funéture, Addreffed to the Right Hon. the Earl of 
Moira. 8vo. 212 pp. 3s. Bell, Oxford-ftreet. 1794. 


JX the reign of Charles the Second, when ribaldry and pro- 
fanenefs were the higheft recommendations of every new 
publication, 
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publication, 2 pamphlet came out, entitled, Die and be 
Damn'd.” The title was a fufficient recommendation, and 
the book was of courfe fought after with the greateftavidity, but 
the wicked wits of thofe days were grievoufly difappointed when 
they found they had bought a fober and a moral work, cau- 
tioning them againft. thofe very vices which they expected it 
would illuitrate and encourage, and thatthe title was held out 
40 them merely as an inducement to purchafe the book. We 
conjecture, the author of the pamphlet now before us muft 


have reafoneJ much in the fame way with the writer of ‘* Die | 


and be Daimn'd.”” He muft have concluded {and he is certainly 
im the right) that if he had called his book An Argument 
avainttthe exifting Government, or An Argument againtt all 
Governments, or Recommendation of French Principles, or 
A Vindication of Republicanifm, the fubjeé&t, under either of 
the titles, is become fo trite, that no purchafer would have 
been found. I muft, therefore, fays he, find out a title which 
will attract the eye of the readers of advertifements, and the 
gazers at book{cllers’ windows. And as the abufes in the 
Militia are a new topic, and will therefore excite curiofity, I 
will prefix them as a title to my book, though I do not mean to 
write a fyllable on the fubje&t, except, perhaps, now and then 
m a note for the fake of giving a colourto my title-page. 

Setting out on this principle, the author has written in a to- 
lerably correct, but very turgid language, a long and tedious 
invective again{t every inftitution in this kingdom, profeffing, 
at the fame time, to be no enemy tu Monarchy, and difclaim- 
ing, as moft Republicans have of late thought it politic to do, 
ali approbation of the enormities committed by the French ; yet 
he palliates their conduct in fo many inftances, that we do 
not think he feels much compunétion for thofe whom he brands 
with the name of Nobility: and when fpeaking of the 
memorable roth of Augult, he tells us that, ‘* the few whom 
effeminacy or gold had corrupted,-in vain attempted to defend 
the Palace.” We doubt whether he would have been found 
at that time antong the fupporters of Monarchy, though he 
has candour enough to confefs that he does not believe *¢ the 
inte unfortunate Monarch was an aéfive enemy at leaft to his 
fubye éts,”" 


We thal! not enter into any examination of the political to-§ 


pics contained in this pamphlet, becaufe if our readers will 
have the goodnefs to recur to any good anfwers to any other 
Democratic book, the obfervations which are there made, 
will probably as well fuit the prefent pamphlet. We mull, 
however, give this author due praife for the ingenuity with 
which he endeavours to prove that the French have never fof 
a moment aimed at equality of property as well as of rights, 
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4 topic which we fhould have fuppofed even that doughty 
champion, Mr. Thomas Paine, had by this time given up as 
indefentible. 

After having waded through feveral pages, we begin to 
grow very impatient for the fubject promifed in the title page 5 
and, not meeting it, we were inclined to turn to the latter 
part of the book, in the hope of feeing the printed lift which 
is there profeffed to be added; in this, however, we were 
alfo difappointed, the conclufion prefented no fuch addition ; 
but on proceeding yet a few pages further, it fuddenly 
prefented itfelf to us inferted in the middle of the book, 
without any introfduGtion whatever, and totally unconnected 
with any thing preceding or fubfequent, if we except the 
few notes which are thinly fcattered in different pages: As 
this is the mode in which the lilt is added, we thall make 
fome obfervations upon it in this place. 

The object of the lift is to fhew the number of effective and 
non-effective officers in the militia, and we believe, every mi- 
litary man who reads it, will immediately difcover that it is 
calculated to miflead in every article, except in the very fmall 
militia corps which do not confilt of more than three compa- 
nies, and where confequently the error would be too grofs to 
efcape detection. We will not take up our reader’s time 
with many inftances, but will feleét a few taken at random 
among the different regiments. 

The Brecon and Monmouthfhire (confolidated) regiment is 
faid to have 23 officers, and to want one; now this corps 
confills of only fix companies, and confequently has but 
18 commiffioned officers. Here, therefore, a greater number 
of officers is {tated than can belong to the regiment, and yet 
a deficiency is alledged. The Eaft Devon regiment confilts of 
10 companies, and confequently of thirty officers; the Dorfet 
of the fame number, yet the former regitnent is {tated to have 
28 effective, and five non-effective, the latter gr effective, and 
two nor-effeétive. The Northamptonthire has to compa- 
nies, and confequently thirty officers, yet it is ftated to want 


| three, exclufive of the thirty effective. “The Somerferthire has 


twelve companies, and of courfe 36 officers. Yet, befides 
34 effective, there are flated to be five non-effe&tive. The 
author, we know, will tell us, in anfwer to this, that, be 
fides the officers attached to companies, there are in every . 
regiment an adjutant, quarter-mafter, and furgeon, who may 
be reckoned feparatcly from the reft; but he, as well as every 
other military man, muft know that the two former com- 
miffions are borne almoft invariably in all regiments together 
with a lieutenancy, and that it has been the practice in the 
militia 
BRIT. CRIT. VOL, 1V. JULY 1794 
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militia to permit the furgeon, and even his mate, to hold a lici. 
tenancy, orenfigncy alfo; and we believe mo man in the army 
will fay that either of thefe officers are overpaid for the duty 
they do, by holding double commiflions ; nor did it ever enter 
into the mind of any man to confider a regiment incomplete 
in its compliment of officers, becaufe thefe commiffions wete 
combined with others in the fame regiment. In the lilt of 
the army, the vacant commiffions are marked by points in the 
laces where the names ought to ftand, but no point is ever 
put in the place of the sienedt or quarter-matter’s name, 
becaufe they alfo bear another commiflion in the regiment; 
nor do we conceive how a regiment can poflibly be called in- 
complete in officers, where no commiffion is vacant. ‘This 
therefpre appears to us very like a premeditated intention to 
deceive, and excite difcontent. Yet, as the author draws no 
inference from thefe fuppofed vacancies, nor prefcribes any 
remedy, we are at a lofs te know where the grievance lies. 
Does he attribute to government the incompkete ftate in which 
he withes to fuppofe thefe regiments to be, or would he have 
minifters iffue out prefs warrants to compel the country gen- 
tlemen to accept of enfigncies in the militia? for even ac+ 
cording to his own ftatement, and admitting the three vacan- 
cies in each regiment, which we have proved not to exift, 
a few enfigncies are the only commiffions vacant in cach re- 
giment, 

As the militia is allowed by all to be in a very perfe& flate 
of difcipline, we do not think # has hitherto been materially 
mjured by a want of officers ; and as the numbers now exiit- 
ing have been found fufficicnt for training the men, and as 
government does not illue pay for the vacant commifhions, we 
do not think it will be very eafy to imprefs the public mind 
with much difcontent on this ground. Of thts the author 
feems to be confcious by an ipfinuation which he throws ont 
in a fubfequent note, that if the vacancies among the officers 
are fo numerous, the number of men in cach regiment may 
be equally incomplete. ‘This inference the writer muft know 
cannot be drawn from it; for the want of officers muft pro- 
ceed from there not being a fufficient number of perfons who 
chafe to offer their fervices ; and, confidering of how tempo- 
yary a nature the fervice is, we rather wonder that fo few 

fhould be wanting. But deficiencies in the number of mex 
can only proceed from grofs negle&s in the commanding ofh- 
cers, of in the deputy-lientcnants, who are to regulate the 
ballor. 

Litile further notice is taken of the militia, except now 


aad then im a note, which bears no relation to the text of the 
book, 
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book, for that invariably foars among the higher regions 
of politics. In thefe notes the great fource of complaint 
is that the colonels of militia regiments receive the fame 

ay as colonels in the army, though they have never thed theit 
bloed in Flanders or America. Now we have always fup- 
pofed that half-pay, and other ftipends, in the nature of pen- 
fions, were given for former fervices, but that the pay at- 
tached to aétual fervice was given for the duties then perform- 
ing, or which the officers might be called upon to perform ; 
and, as the militia colonels are equally liable with the regulars 
to every kind of fervice within this kingdom, we fee no rea- 
fon why their emoluments fhould not de the fame. But, fays 
the author, men of fortune take thefe commilffions to gratify 
their own private interefts. Surely his ideas of the fituation 
of a man of fortune, at the head of a militia regiment, muft be 
very inaccurate, if he can fuppofe for a moment that the pay 
is an — for the additional expence which he mutt 
incur ; for he will not cafily perfuade thofe, who have been 
long in the habits of living in. refined comfort, to conform to 
the rigid ceconomy of a military lifes nor is it neceflary that 
country gentlemen, who voluntarily come forward in the fer- 
vice of their country, fhould be deprived of thofe comforts 
which their fortune entitles them to enjoy. 

It is matter of great indignation to this author that the 
militia fhould be cloathed in {carlet, (we wonder he does not 
alfo objet to fine linen) if, fays he, they were cloathed in 
‘* honeft blue,” (true blue we fuppofe he means) they would 
fight as boldly as a Pauffian cuiraflier or Auftrian huflar; but 
in fcarlet they will combine with the enemy, as the merce- 
naries did with the Roman legions, to fubvert the empire. 
A moft excellent argument. ‘True blue for ever! 

It is amufing to fee how every obje& is diftorted when the 
defign isto excite difcontent. The Duke of Richmond and his 
fortifications, of courfe, furnifh atopic, but they are confinedl 
to the notes, though they are not announced in the title page. 
An officer, the author we prefume, vifits one of his Grace’s’ 
forts, which he finds occupied only by an old woman, and 
much ridicule is attempted to be thrown on guags intrufted to 
the care of an old woman; but if a garrifon had been found 
in this fort, what language would have been held? Should 
we not have heard of the fhameful expence of a governor, a 
lieutenant-governor, a gonner, and a company of artillery, to 
take care of a few old honey-combed guns. Such is the fate of 
minitters, if they are ceconomical, their parfimony is Qure 
lefqued’; if they proceed on a more expenfive feale, they are 
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charged with increafing the public burthens, in order to augs 
inent their own patronage. 

Another charge is brought againft minifters in the notes, 
se the text of this work is throughout a kind of Lawyer's 
declamation, the indictment and pleadings being confined to 
the notes) minifters are charged with lavifhing the public 
money, without producing fair accounts of debtor and cre- 
ditor, Asa reply to this, we would afk the author, whether 
he is realiy fo very ignorant as not to know, that every fhilling 
of the public money which is expended is brought to a fpecific 
account, except the fingle article of fecret fervice money, the 
amount of which has been fo fmall during the whole of this 
adiminiftration, that the moft inveterate encmies of govern- 
ment have not dared to found any charge upon that head. 

We fhould be guilty of injuftice to the ingenuity of this 
writer, if we concluded without thanking him for the novelty 
of his conjecture, that the revolution in France was produced 
by the commercial treaty with this country. It reminds us 
of a feu d'Efprit of Voltaire, in which he deduces the fall 
of the Perfian emp're from a man’s picking up a pebble on 
the fhore of the Cape ot Good Hope. 





Arv. IV. A Letter to a Member of the Houfe of Commons, 
upon the meeting of Parliament, by the Author of the Letters to 


Mr. Fox, upon the dangerous and inflanimatory Tendency of 


his Conduc? in Parliament, and upon the Principles, Duties, 
and Compefition of Mincrities*, 8vo. pp. 152. 3s. Owen. 
1794: 


yas writer, whom, whatever we may think of his opi- 
nions, we muft unequivocally praife for manly vigour of 


Qyle, rich and natural eloquence, with much originality ef 


conception, continues in this Letter to urge, and apparently 
to expe, the formation of a third party in parliament, in 
oppofition both to the miniftry and to the minority. The 
event has not juflified his expe&tation. One circumftance 
which muft have diminithed the effe& of a pamphlet, qualified 
by its intrinfic force to have made itfelf extenfively felt, is this, 
that in the warmth of his hoftility again{t the ae Se in power, 
he has urged, and repeated the charge of imbecility where it 
is not only inapplicable, but ridiculous: where al!, who ever 
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vifited the fenate ot Great Britain, or have read the reports of 
its proceedings, know it to be fo contradictory to the fact, 
that even the moft virulent enmity is too prudent to advance 
it. He who thould call Hercules a pigmy, could perfuade 
thofe only, who never faw or heard of Hercules. 

One point principally laboured by the letter-writer in the 
beginning of his tra&, is ta remove the fufpicion of incon- 
fiftency or unreafonable change, which had arifen from the 
different political comp'exion of his firft and fecond letter to 
Mr. Fox. The ground on which the author undertakes to 
clear himfelf from this. fufpicion, is this; that when his firft 
letter was written, he confidered it necetlary ‘¢ to ftrengthen 
the adminiflration, no matter how or of whom it were com- 
poled; it was neceflary to induce the nation, diftracted and 
perplexed with the impudence and fophiftry of parties, to 
confront its enemies, and to undertake the war with refolution 
ard with unanimity.” p. 11. 


«« Let me afk,” he fays again, ‘* not only of you, my dear fir, 
bur of the enlightened and honeit of every party in the kingdom, 
whether the month of January 1783, when Dumourier had already 
turned his face towards Holland, when the decrees of the National 
Convention had already taken rebellion under the ‘prote¢tion of the 
victorious armies of France; when London was deformed and 
horrible with forcign faces; and the murderers of Paris and Avig- 
non ftalked fearlefs through our ftreets ; when anarchy and revolu- 
tion refounded from every ale-houfe bench; when rancour and dif- 
content fcowled from the brows of indultry ; when the whole king- 
dom heaved with convulfive throes, and the great fabric of our ftate 
trembled upon its bafis; 1 fay, let me afk if that had been a time to 
enquire whether the minifter had arrived by wholefome means at 
the feat of government, or had prefided there with wifdom or 
juttice?” p. 15. 

But when the fecond letter was written, Holland, Brabant, 
and Flanders had been delivered, and the afpe&t of affairs at 
home, according to the notions of this writer, required that he 
fhould fpeak out, and declare his genuine fentiments of the 
adminiftration, which then appeared to be extremely hoftile. In 
this manner does this writer folve the apparent variation in his 
politics, which we fhall content ourfelves with repeating, in 
juftice to him, without adding any further comment. 

The writer continues then throughout this letter a ftrong 
adverfary of the prefent adminiftration, towards which he 
even affumes an air of great contempt: but, at the fame time, 
he continues an afferter of the jultice and neceffity of the pre- 
fent war ; a decided enemy to the violence, anarchy, and cru- 
clty of France: anda zealous advocate fer our own conftitu- 
tion, 
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tion, except that he is one of thofe who think that it would 
be re Kitty by what is called purifying, that is, changing the 
reprefentation, His declaration of his fentiments on the 
grounds of the war is fpirited and able. 


“ The real ground of this war is to repel invafion, to refift op- 
preffion, to defend the laws, the liberty, the religion, the hearthy 
the fields of Great Britain; the groand of the war is the ground we 
ftand upon ; it is our native foil upon which we rear our children, 
which hides the dear and facred remains of oar beloved progeni- 
tors! Let me refume myfelf—What are we fighting for? For the 
ancient monarchy in France? Heaven forbid! For the conftitu- 
tional monarchy and the Jacobins of 178g, as vile and criminal, 
though not fo able or fo bold as thofe of 1792 ? Still Heaven forbid! 
To deftroy the republic under any pretence ? Oh Heaven forbid! 
Why then have we combined all Europe in a common caufe? and 
why do we cover the ocean with our fleets, and the continent with 
our tents? ‘To comprefs within the girdle of their ftate a ferocious 
race, who have declared an interneciary* war againft every efla- 
blifhment, every form of human policy, every order of civil life 
and fociety ; who have trampled upon every tye, every duty, every 
principle which conneés men together; who have broke through 
every attachment, either local, or natural, ar civil; who have 
made all property common, and put the perfons, the property, the 
profeffions, and the will of men, at the public requifition? Who 
{weep with indifcriminating fury the inhabitants from the villages, 
and drive their peafants from the plough to the flaughter-houfe ; 
indifferent to their loffes, eaten om to pity or remorfe; a race 
who have forfworn commerce and the peaceful arts, who have left 
their fields unfown, while they meditate the plunder of foreign har- 
velts; who have left their houfes defolate and forlorn, while they 
threaten with conqueft and extermination the towns, the farms, the 
cottages, of furrounding nations. 

Thefe are the cautes of the war and the caufes too why all the 
quedions that regard a peace are fe vain and illufory. Why thould 
we treat (I {peak not now of the national character and glory) why 
fhould we treat? Will treaties bind this furious people? No: 
they muft perceive their own madnefs, and punifh their own crimi- 
nals, before any power cao treat with them; and they mutt return 
to principles and to arts, and employments too, before we, or other 
{tates, can lay down our arms with fecurity.” P. 48, 


In fpeaking of the Jacobins, this author confiders the 
entire buik of the French nation as Jacobin, and fays with 
much found reafon, ‘* the Jacobins have committed no 
crimes that I know of, which have not been participated and 
avowed by the nation ;” and afterwards, ** the fact is, every 
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man, while he moves on with the ftream, is Jacobin, and 
when he thinks of {topping this career, or of ‘breafting the 
flood, he becomes conttitutionalift, or foederalift, or fome- 
thing elfe, no matter what, the name of which is a pafsport 
to the guillotine.” 

Throughout this letter are fcattered many fplendid and 
many eloquent paffages; but thofe we have already cited, 
will fuffice to fhew that the compofition proceeds from-one 
who is a mafter of ftyle. Many of the author’s complaints 
again{t the adminiftration are now obfolete. The rich Weft- 
Jndian sehigh ts a pointed out, as he fays, ** by the finger 
of common fenle and of nature herfelf, to recompence our 
maritime and commercial ifland for the dangers and expences 
of the war,” is now conquered; and a naval victory has been 
gained, of fufficient fplendour to filence all murmurs on that 
fubje&t. Let us then leave this pamphlet with a hope that 
the Britith arms may yet conquer all complainants inte 
jilence. 





- 


Art. V. Experiments on the Nervous Syfiem with Opium and 
Metalline fubftances, made chiefly with the View of determining 
the Nature and Effecis of Animal Eleéricity. By Alexander 
Munro, M.D. Profeffor of Medicine, Anatomy, and Surge- 
Liane the Univerfity of Edinburgh. gto. pp, 43. 33. Neil 
and Co. 


HE opinion which the learned and juftly celebrated Profef- 
for entertains of this new influence, is different from that 
of either Galvani, Valli, or Fowler, inafmuchas he fuppofes 
it to be electricity, or a fluid greatly refembiing it, and yet to- 
tally foreign to the animal, and, as he thinks, that it acts an 
the mufcles, upon the common principles of a ftimulus to the 
nerves, 

As our bufinefs is with the conclufion drawn by the learned 
writer from his facts and reafonings, we fhall not fcruple to 
quote his laft words as introdudtory to.our remarks on the ge- 
neral merits of his publication. 

Dr. Munro concludes with the following great dedu@tions 
or corollaries from his experiments ; 


* y. ‘That the fluid, which, on the application of metalline bodies 
toanimals, occafionsconvulfions of their mufcles, is cle¢trical, or rf- 
fembles greatly the electrical fluid. ; 

“ 2. That this fluid does not peng direftly on the. mnfeuks 
fibres, hut merely by the medium of their nerves. . 

« 3. Thag 
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* 3. That this fluid and the nervous fluid or energy are not the 
fame, but differ eflentially in their nature. 


“* 4. That this fluid acts merely as a ftimulus to the nervous fluid 
or energy. 


“5. That thefe experiments have merely fhewn a new mode of ex. 
citing the nervous fluid or energy, without rr, any farther or 


direct light on the nature of this fluid or energy.” P. 42. 


The firft of the conclufions is built upon experiments fo 
very analogous to thofe of Valli and Fowler, that it is unnecef- 
fary to take much novice of them. They are intended to prove 
the refemblance of the ele€trical fluid to this new influence, 
in producing fimilar fenfations of tafte, in having fimilar con; 
duQors and non-conducors, and in bripging on convulfions.— 
Dr. M. found that both boiled meat and raw meat were equal- 
ly good conductors of this influence, and that, although a piece 
of them was interpofed between the tongue and filver, and 
another between the tongue and zinc, they did not prevent the 
peculiar fenfations of talle. 

As to the 2d corollary, we are by nomeans fatisfed that it 1s 
fufficently proved by experiment. In our account of Dr, 
Fowler's work, we made ufe of forme arguments to fhew that 
ftimuli which a&ed on mufcles through the medium of nerves, 
alfo affe&ed the mufcles theinfelves, when immediately applied 
totheirfibres. Experiments on the mufcles of perfect ani- 
mals tending, to prove the pofition laid down by the author, we 
acknowledge to admit of much doubt, for as in them there is 
a mixture of nervous matter, it may be argued, that jtis ow- 
ing to this, that the flimulus aéts, Now, granting for the fake 
of argument, that this new influence only produces a€tion in 3 
mufcle by irritating the nervous energy, it would be natural 
to fuppofe tha’ its effe&t. on any given mufcle would, without 
exception, be moft readily produced when applied to the 
nerves fupplytng that mufcle ; yet it is hardly poffible to excite 
contractions in the heart in this way, whereas, if the zinc and 
gold be applied to the body of the heart itfelf, contractions are 
very eafily excited. Bur the heart is fupplied with lefs nervous 
matter than any other mufcle of equal fize in the human 
body : it has even been denied of late, that ithas any admix- 
ture of nerve *, which circumftances all tend to render it pros 
bable, that the influence, when applied to the mufcular or irri- 
table fibre, is capable of exciting it into action as well as when 
conveyed by the nerves. 

o- en : ~- 
© Diflertatio qua demonftratur cor nervis carere, auctore J. B. Ge 
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The 3d, 4th, and sth conclufions appear to us to be juft 
and fair deduétions from the preceding experiments and facts ; 
only we would add, that this new iofluence is alfo a fRimu- 
lus to the principle of irritability, as well as to the nervous 


} energy. 


Among the number of experiments oneor two deferve to 
be mentioned on account of their novelty, and the particular 
fats they prove. 


« Jt has been alleged, that the flath happens before the two me, 
tals touch each other, and is repeated on feparating them: but thefe 
faéts appear to me very doubtful, as I do not find that a flafh is pro- 
duced when a piece of cambric paper, in which a number of holes is 
pierced with a pin, is interpofed between the zinc and filver, al- 
though the paper does not in thicknefs exceed the fifteen hundredth 
partof anjnch.” P, 25. 

{n another experiment, the Do@or finds, that although a 
piece of the finelt paper, full of holes, when diy, prevents the 
influence from adling ; yet, when wet, it becomes:a good con- 
ductor. He alfo relates a very good experiment, proving that 
the influence can pafs along the nerves, in a direction both to 
and from the brain, 

As to that part of the pamphlet which contains obfervations 
on the circulating and nervous fyitem of frogs, and an account 
of his experiments with opium, we find but little new or in- 
terefting; and when we confider the extreme jealoufy which 
the learned Profeffor at all times fhews in regard to his own 
difcoveries, and alfo the great fenfibility he evinces, when from 
an ignorance of what he has faid or done, an author unfortu- 
nately happens to make a remark which the Doctor confiders 
as one of hisown, we are atalofs to conceive why he fhould, 
with an air of novelty, relate to the Royal Society of Edin. 
burgh, experiments, which have been often made before him, 
to eltablifh an opinion which has already been advanced by ma. 
nyothers, We allude tothe very firlt facts, and the firft co- 
rollary in the work, which we fhall give in his own words, 


* Two days after cutting off the head of a frog at its joining 
with the firft vertebra, I found it fitting with its legs drawn up, in 
their ufual pofture ; and when its toes were hurt, it jumped with very 
confiderable force. Its heart likewife continued to beat about forty 


times in a minute, and fo ftrongly as to empty itfelf and circulate the 
blood.” P. 7, we 


The corollary he deduces from this is, 


1. ** That the frog, after its head is cut off, feels pain, and, in 
Foniequence of feeling, moves its body and limbs,” P. 12. 
| In 
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26 Munro on Animal Elericity. 
In another place he fays, belo 


“ 5. As, after cutting off the head, this animal is fufceptible of Higfom 
pain, and, in confequence of that, performs voluntary motion, it ap- ijhas 
pears that, in it, the brain is not the fole feat of the Senforium Com. Bi@itr| 


mune.” PY, 13. y 
Now, as to the fact, we fay, it has been obferved by many, mapece 
not only in regard to frogs, but many other cold-blooded ani- i!" 


mals, in proof of which, we quote the following paflage Hy4” 
from Haller together with a few of the authorities ; bles 

«« Et primum vulgare eft in animalibus de infe€torum ge. rus 
'* nere, et in frigidi fanguinis quadrupedibus * capite refecto 
** vivere ca animalia, currere,+ clamare et cibum quarere et 
** venerem exercere et de hoftibus vindictam fumere, etiam a 
‘* plufculis diebus {,” 

Upon thefe fagts Unger has, in feveral of his works, found- 
ed an opinion that animals feel not only pain but pleafure af- 
ter decapitation, 

In regard to this feemingly paradoxical conclufion we have 
to obferve that it is a circumftance greatly to be lamented, that 
Phyficians fhould be fo extremely ignorant of the opinions 
vA language of Metaphyficians as they commonly are, and 
on the other hand, that the principles of hyfiology fhould be fo 
little fludied by thofe who endeavour to make difcoveries in the 
human mind, 

Metaphyficians in general confider feeling as a faculty of 
the mind, and conneéted with confcioufnefs. To them, 
therefore, it muft appear abfurd to fay, that animals feel after 
their heads are taken off, When a Phyfiologift {peaks of teeling, 
he often refers to the firft effet produced upon the nerves, and 
he confiders it, therefore,in a great meafure as a corporeal fune- 
tjon. How is it poffible, therefore, if this circumflance be 
not attended to, that there fhould be a mutual underftanding 
between thefe two claffes of men ? 

Every Phyfician who has attended much to the operations of 
the human mind, and who is well acquainted with the funce 
tions of the nervous fyltem, mult acknowledge, that it.is, in 
many cafes, extremely difficult todetermine what phenomeng BB wa 
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* La certi, Vandelli Epift. ii. p. 243. Rane Whytt Phyfic. Eflays By, 
Fdin. p. 214. ¥. 381. Zimmerman, p. 29,30. Woodward, -p. 89,0 5 
30. Kedi Anim. Vivent Obferv. 82. Téfudines, Birch, yA 

+ Mufe, Woodward Rane Zimmerman Borellus, 


t Jobe et Papiliones, Philofeph. Tranfact. n. p. 465, adde Fefudis wh 
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belong entirely'to the one, and what to the other, and until 
ome perfon undertakes the inveftigation of thele points, and 
as talents fitted for fachnice refearches, we thall make but 
ittle progrefs in Pfychology. 

We conclude our remarks on this publication with ftrongly 
commending a further inveftigation of the fubje& by expe- 
iments, andefpecial!ly with a view to difcover the nicure and 
aws of this new influence, which, although it greatly refem- 
ples eleétricicy, {till differs from win one or two elfential jctr- 
umftances, 
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ART. VI. Evidences of Criftianity; or, a Colleéim of Reo 
und. marks intended ta difplay the Excellence, recommend the Pu- 
S ale rity, tlluftrate the Charaéier, and evince the authenticity of the 

Chriftian Religion. By Gilbert Wakefield, B. A. late Fel- 
have bw of Fefus College, Cambridge. Second edit. much en- 
a larged. §8vo. 227 pp» 4s. 6d. Robinfons, 1793, 

‘io 
and ts is greatly to the praife of Chriftianity, that, though found. 
be fo ed originally by men of ordinary underftandings, and limit- 
1 the Hed attainments, it has afforded a field of difcuffian for. talents 
and literature in all the ages which have fucceeded its eftablith~ 
y CR ment, A fyiterm which had profelyted the bulk of an unin- 
1eM, HE formed people, might very juftly be treated with fufpicion, as 
aftet ithe diffufion of opinions is known to have been etfeéted by 
lings HB other means than thofe of argument and conviiion, But that 
and Bia fyitem of religious principles promulged by men of no con- 
une+ BB fideration fhould have fecured to itfelf an intluence which net» 
e be Wither fophijftry can undermine, nor criticifm overthrow, is an 
ding BE evidence of its authenticity, and a. proof of its excellence, 
which muft fatisfy the fullelt demands of rigid incredulity. 
ns of Within the {pace of the laft century, literature and religion 
unc Be have received no inconfiderable advancement by the ftudy of 
5» 10 BE the Chriltian evidences, and we are happy in feeing in the 
NERS BH work before us another added to the cloud of witneffes, which 
—— BH have borne teftimony to the authenticity of the facred writings. 
| We fhall not be able to deliver our opinion unifornily in fa- 
ffays, your of the learned author, whofe labuurs we are defirous of 
p. Bg, appreciating, and we mutt folicit his indulgence for the frec- 
dom with which we fhall animadvert upon ‘thofe particulars 
JAndic which may appear to us exceptionable. 

The work pretends to no plan, and follows no particular 

Sgties of propofitions—it contains a fet of remarks, difcuilive 



























































28 Wakefield's Evidences of Coriftia nity. 


of various incidents which are recorded by the Evangelical wrir er 
ters. We fhall make fome obfervations upon thofe which may HM Jeave 
appear to deferve particular notice. count 

emark II. prefents us with anargument in favour of the Mi men 
authenticity of the Gofpel of St, Matthew, drawn from the MM and c 
correfpondence of his phrafeology with the turn of thought verer 
peculiar to the Jews. The paflage particularly inftanced bya °° ! 
Mr. W. is that ** of the Angel troubling the waters in the 


pool of Bethefda.” Thus he firft reduces a fuppofed miracle pps 
into a peculiar mode of fpeech, and then brings this very jor ay 
doubtful interpretation as a proof of his main point, the truth before 
‘of the Gofpcl. This is the modern way of believing the i would 
Gofpel ; and we thall doubtlefs fee in time, all our Saviour’s Mi and ei 
miracles folved in the fame ingenious manner, for the accom. jm With! 
modation of thofe who do not love miracles. which 


Remark XI. Mr. W. confiders the high degree of credit 
which accrues to the narrative of the Evangelifts, from the un- 
ambitious and unaccommodating charaéter of their hero, Our B® could 
readers will, we perfuade ourfelves, be gratified by feeing the unexa 
pallage at fulllength, ee | 


© If we furvey the conduct of other fathersof fyftems, founders a a0 
fetts, and heads of parties;—if we contemplate the means, which 
they have gencrally employed to procure reputation and allure follow. 
ers ; the mode of aling and teaching adopted by Jcfus Chrift, will doubt 
appear, perhaps, in this refpect, perteétly peculiar and without exam 
ple. No forgers of the gofpel narratives in queftion (whofe motives it 
the firft inftince to fuch an impofition would noteafily be afcertained) 
could have difcovered any inducement, either from :an acquaintance 





with human manners, or the operations of the human mind, to deliver Re 
fuchan extraordinary relation of the condutof theirhero. For my ows fa/tin, 

art, | amable to devife no other tolerable folution of this difficulty, have 
bat this obvious fuppofition ; that the gef/pel Ai/fory is in reality an a+ from 





curate /ranfcipt froma TRUE ORIGINAL ;—that fucha perfonage 
Felus of Naxarcth ACTUALLY APPEARED in the world; a genuine 
likenefs of the picture which is prefented of him ;—that he’came with 
the exprefs intention of poblifhing fuch a fyftem of religion, of exe 
cuting that unprecedented projeét of founding an univerfal empire 
over the affections and confciences of men, by the gentle conftrains 
of truth, and the foothing captivations of purity and dove, 

Did Jelus allure his followers by oftentatious promifes of wealth, 
power, reputation, or any temporal advantage whatfoever? Cr \ 
not the firit and eflential qualifications of his difciples declare 
to be a relinguifhment of every qworld/y expeRation ; an abandonmett 
for ever of the very idea, I du not fay, of power, intereft, and 
putation, but of eafe and comfort? After his own example, who hat 
not awhere tolay bis head; who endured every hardfhip, every danget 
and perfecution, on his fleep and ru road to Calvary, where 
bitter cup of his afflictions was emptied to the dregs, After fuch 

pate 
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pattern of calamity and forrow, the followers alfo of this mafter were 
expected, if the fervice of the gofpel required fuch a facrifice, to 
leave boufe and.lamd, and parent and child, for his mame's fake—to en- 
counter all thofe evils which the malice and bigotry of their countrys 
men could exercife upon them—to endure with patience thofe infults 
and cruel mockings, which have proved to fpirits of fenfibility a fe- 
verer trial than even perfonal oppreffions and corporeal torment—and 
to look daily, with a fearful expeCation infeparable from humanity, 
as a probable event, for that fame dapti/m of blood, in which he him- 
felf had been baptized. 

« Our Lord alfo, on every occafion, moft ftudioufly avoided popu- 
lar applaufe; nor did he hefitate to reprove with feverity and boldnefs, 
before all the people, thofe profefflors, whofe name and influence 
would have been the moft ferviceable in promoting his fecular intereft 
and eftablifhing his regal authority : and, in one inftance, he retired 
with fecret precipitation before that torrent of enthufialtic admiration 
which would have borne him to a throne. 

« By what model, I afk our adverfaries, by what exifting model 
could an impoftor fathion fuch a charaéter as this?, What principle 
of experience, what analogy of Aiffory, what motive of buman adion, 
could furnifh him with a fuitable foundation for a fuperftructure fo 
unexampled in all its parts ? 

* Until a direét and explicit anfwer can be given to this queftion, 
as found philofophy has taught me not to admit more caufes than what 
are fufficient for the explanation of the pheuomena, | feel myfelt com- 
pelled te conclude, that the life and a¢tions of Jefus Chrift, corref- 
pondent to the record tranfmitted of them in the go/pe/s, were the un- 
doubted prototype prefented to the eye of our Evangelifts ; and that this 
fame Fe/us truly was a man, approved of God, by miracles, and wonders, 
and figns, and rofe from the grave on the third day, after he had been 
by wicked hands crucified and flain.” P, 57. 


Remark XV. prefents us with a criticifm relative to the 
fafting of Chrift in the Wildernefs. This Mr. W. fuppofes to 
have been partial, and fupports his opinion by dedu@tions 
from that declaration of our Saviour, “* John came, neither 
eating nor drinking,” which, on this principle, (he fays) muft 
have likewife intended fafting alfo; whereas, it is affirmed of 
John, that he ate locufts and wild honey.” By this mode of rea- 
foning, Mr. W. means to prove, that the term fafting, applied 
to Chrift, meant the fame as the expreffion of Chrift refpeét- 
ing the Baptift, namely, that he contented himfelf in the wil- 
dernefs with what the place afforded. Now that John was 


fin the wildernefs ‘as well as Jefus, will by no means prove that 


he was there under the fame circumftances, and for the fame’ 
end. On the contrary the diffimilar ftatement refpeing the 
one and the other, feems todemonftrate the gab opinion < 
inafmuch as it is reported of the Baprift, that he came preach- 
ig inthe Wilderncfs, and did eat locufts and wildhoney ; where-, 

as 
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as. it is declared of Jefus that he was led inte the Wildernefg 
in order to be tempied of the Devil.—That he fafed 40 days, 
and was afterwards an hungered. A's to: the inference drawn 
from the patlage, ‘* John came neither eating nor drinking,” 
it can by no means be admitted. The fenfe of this expreffion 
is fufficiently fixed by the other member of the fentence, 
** that the fon of man came eating and drinking,” and evi- 
dently pats in contraft the abflemiaus life of John with the -/ups 
pofed luxuries of Jefus as being found a guelt at marriage fef- 
tivities, and a companion of publicans and finners. 

Remark XIX. proceeds upona principle repugnant in our 
opinion to the fpirit of {cripture andof revealed religion. Mr, 

. treats, in this and other places, every idea of a mediation 
and a facrifice with ridicule, and regards the duties of religion 
as perfeétly pradlicable without any extraneous affiftance, and 
fufficiently acceptable without any atonement. The oppofite 

inions he treats as the eflence of “ Anti-chriftianifm,” and 
« the filth of Heathenifm.” We fhall contegt ourfelves with 
retorting in general to this and other fuch charges, that the 
principle of the Gofpel was intended to exhibit a contradiétion 
to Heathenifh opinion, by reducing the dignity of man to its 
juft level, namely, that ot an inability to fave himfelf—and 
this may ferve to account for its wearing the air of * fool- 
ifnefs” to Mr. W. as it did “* to the Greeks” of old, for 
whofe falvation he fo ftrenuoufly contends. Mr. W. is fevere 
upon the 13th article of our Church, as though it paffed fen 
tence of damnation upon the luminaries.of the Gentile world. 
We pretend not to fay (nor does the article alluded to) that 
the luminaries of the Gentile world are excluded from falvation, 
but we have authority of fufficient weight for contending, 
that to thofe who have received the light of the Gofpel 
“ works done before juftification have the nature of fin; 
fince, agreeable ro St. Paul, ** Whatfoever“Ts not of faith is 
fin.” We hope to be pardoned if we indulge in a quotation 
from a very learned commentator upon the epiftle to the Ro- 
mans, whofe opinion on this fubje& in general, we will op- 
pofe to that of Mr. W. 

** Fn his mercy and goodnefs for ever to be adored, he pare 
doned our {ins and prepared a great falvation for us by his Son 
from Heaven, Jefus Chri our Lord; in whom we are ju/fi* 
fied freely by the grace of God, as we are delivered from the 
wrath we deferved, and are admitted to all the honours, pri- 
vileges, grants, and donations belonging to the peculiar people 
of God. This is our firf juftification, which, if duly improv 
ed, will iffie in our full and final jultification—the pofleffion 
of eternal life.” 

Vide Taylor in Rom, on voc. Sixasocum 
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In Remark XXV. our author difenfles the fuperiority of 
the doétrine of Chrift over that of the Scribes —Thele latter, 
(he contends) were. actuated by fear of the people, worldly in- 
tereft, conceit of attainments, and vain glory: and from the 
contraft of thefe, which Chrift difplayed in his public conduct, 
he infersthe fuperior weight which his do€trines acquired,— 
The conclufion of this Remark is judicious and argumenta- 
uve. 

«© Had an igriominious far of popular infult and indignation ;—~ 
had any mercenary views of temporal intereft or advancement ;—had 
A rile adulatien, or an arrogant pretenfion to powers not poflefied, 
—predominated in the mind of Fe/w, or fwayed his conduct ;—had 
his deportment in private life been degraded by vices of any kind, 
or his general demeanour deftitute of refpecét ;—it would have been 
impoffible, that our Lord fhould have fo fufpended the attention, 
commanded the reverence, and excited the admiration of fuch large 
bodies of the people at various times and or various occafions. 
Nor was the current of popular approbation ever turned againft him, 
but by the infidious then dhitedene and clandeftine management 
of depraved prie/?s and interefted rulers, or by their own abfard mif- 
taken expectations concerning the nature of his character, when the 
vexation of difappointment converted the veneration of their capri- 
cigus minds into fentiments of revenge and cruelty.” P. 130. 


We cannot agree with Mr. W. in Remark XXVI. where 
he fuppofes the agony difcovered by Chrift in the Garden of 
Gethfemane, to have arifen fram an apprehenfion of the 
excruciating death by which he’ was to feal his miffien. 
We are of opinion that the confideration of that ge- 
neral guilt which he was to expiate by ‘“* bearing the 
fins of the world in his own body, upon the tree” 
can alone account for fuch excefs of grief in one whofe 
apprehenfions were noteafily excited. Indeed, it would dimi- 
nith confiderably the luftre of his charaéter, were it to be fup- 
pofed that a dread of corporeai fuffering could thus have affect. 
ed him, who urged upon his difciples ** the plucking out of 
right eyes,” and * the cutting off right hands,” when religious 
duty fhould demand fuch facrifrces. St. Peter forefaw his fate, 
and announces it with no fymptoms of apprehenfion (2d Ep. 
Pet. ch. i,v. 14.) St. Paul exults in his bonds, and treats 
with contempt the fufferings that await him. In a word, the 
hiftory of Chriftianity, from its foundation would, eo Me. 
W.’s fuppofition were admitted) demonftrate the Head of the 
Church to have been furpafled in heroifm by its Members.— 
Phefe, fo far from betraying fymptoms of apprehenfion at the 
Profpect of the moft aggravated cruelties, have met them with 
compofures 



































yn an 
merger yes, 5 ¢ Tae 4 = x 
—. ae 
os am 


Toa ‘ 
ers ~% L ae 
tis * ‘ 


_ 
io ve 


ceoodial * ” aks SS aaa cae a = 
sox ee eS ee 
7 


atuae pros ods Se — 
aie ease 4 ae yay in 


ay 
pe ae 
ra 


7 Sell + aj? oe on ' 2) a apt 
“© age! oe Meee i: - = “gee eee ae seit i 
ies SOM ES ea a es ae ee ey PT , yell. 















6 ae 


Hen e-em 


o oes es aes 


. rd x 
Se. 


a eS Oy ct 


, eiieatieaadinn 





42 Wakefi:ld’s Evidences of Chriftianity. 


compofure, and rejoiced that they were counted worthy to fuf- 
fer for Chriit’s fake. . 

We would gladly accompany the learned author through 
many other fubjeéts upon which he defcants, but the limits to 
which we mult confine ourfelves, will only allow us to point 
them out.—Among thefe are particularly deferving of atten- 
tion Remark X XIX. containing obfervatiens upon St. Peter, 
and Remark XXX. This latter contains an ingenious cri- 
ticifm upon the, fate of Fudas, in which the term annytalo is 
decided to intend fuffocation, and the death of Judas to have 
deen occafioned by a dyfentery. This explanation is valuable 
inafmuch as it reconciles the relation of St. Matthew in his 
gofpel, with that of St. Luke, in the Aé&ts of the Apoftles. 
This fubje& is further difcuffed in the Sylva Critica of Mr. 
W. Part2. The laft remark which we would’ particularly 
recommend, is the XLII. ia which the fubjeé& of miracles is 
treated with much force. Mr. W. afferts from a principle 
drawn from Ariftotle, that ** the very fingularity of the fub- 
je@&t is in this, and all fuch cafes, a high prefumption of the 
truth of the tranfaétion.* We cannot deny ourfelves the 
pleafure of tranfcribing the concluding patlage in this re 
mark. ; 


“‘ Indeed, every day that paffes by, teems with miracles. All that our 
eyes behold,—all the fhifting fcene before us, isa ma/t and /eries of 
miracles, Andwhat fhall prevent the Supreme Being from diverffy- 


ing his plans and adorning his atrangement with additional interference, 


for fpecific and important ends? Is it not the fame omnipotence that 
operates, whether by continuity of influence, or occafional acceffien ?. 
The evidence alone is the proper object of our difcuffion ; for who. 
fhall di€tate the meafures of procedure to CONSUMMATE WISDOM? 
or how fhall maz undertake to decide on the expediency of the meant, 
or the original motives of providential adminiftration?” P. 222. 


Here we muft take our leave of this ingenious work. We. 
cannot, however, confiftently with the duty we oweto the pub- 
lic, omitto obferve, that independent of thofe opinions to which 
we have already propofed our objections, the author has de- 
formed the purity of his work by dlemifbes which merit the 
ftricteft reprobauon. Few of our readers will, we apprehend, 
approve the expofition of a paflage in f{cripture by the familiar 
fong of Poor Fack. Nor will the religious and the candid 
baperiounsly gratified by the frequent ufe of the Galilean 
and Nazarene in application to Chrift, the illiberal epithets 
with which he loads Kings, Priefts, Churches, Creeds, &c. 
With the intentions of the author we pretend not to interfere, 
-~of his talents, we fhould but re-echo the public opinion 
were 
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Bryant on the Plagues of Egypt. 33 


} were we to pronounce an high Eulogium.. We muft, 


however, be permitted to remark that his temper and his: 
tafte would have appeared to greater advantage, had he admitted 
fewer farcafms and vulgarifms into a work abounding with 
critical ingenuity, and decorated with the flowers of claffical 
literature. . 
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Art. VII. Obfervations upon the Plagues inflifted upon the Egyp- 
tians, in which is fhewn the peculiarity of thofe Judgments, 
and their Correfpondence with the Rites and Idolatry of that 
People. To thefe is prefixed, a prefatory Difcourfe concerning 
the Grecian Colonies from Egypt, by Facob’ Bryant. 8vo. 
441 pp. 7s) London, printed for the Author, and fold by 
T. Cadell, and P. Elmfley, in the Strand, and T. Payne at 
the Mews Gate. 1794. 


A SUBJECT highly interefting and curious, but hitherto 

very little explored, has, in, the publication before us, 
engaged the pen of the learned author of the Analyfis. Ina 
fhort preface Mr. Bryant informs us, that thefe ftrictures upon 
the plagues of Egypt were written many years ago, for his 
own private amufement and fatisfaction, without any inten- 
tion of publication ; but that a defire to promote the interefts, 
and corroborate the fundamental do&trines of our holy religion, 
has fice induced him to prefent them to the world. We 
warmly commend the principle which has led this venerable 
champion in the caufe of piety and literature, to apres once 
more on the ground which he has before trod with fo much © 
power, and we fincerely rejoice at the effect produced, which 
pas the pulls in poffeffion of a very learned differtation on a 
ubject of much intricacy and obfcurity. 

Mr. Bryant fets out by afferting, not only that the greater 
part of the religious rites and civil cuftoms of the Greeks were 
imported from Egypt, but that, in faét, the people themfelves 
may not improperly be ftyled an Egyptian colony, fince Cad- 
mus is faid by Syncellus to have led that colony from Thebes 


f in Upper Egypt. The former part of this aflertion we are 


willing to allow in its fulleft extent, fince we remember that 
an ancient Greek fatyrift, obferving the prodigious influx of 
gyptian deities and ceremonies jinto Greece, upbraided the 
Athenians that ‘* their city ought no longer. to be called 
Athens, but Egypt :” the latter part of the affertion appears to 
Us to contradict the whole voice of antiquity, which makes 
Cadmus by birth a Phoenician, and the captain of a band of 
cenician adventurers, who, under his aufpices, arrived in 
Greece, and fettled in a. Among others, atten 4 
ib. 
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44 Bryant on the Plagues of Egypt. 
lib. 2. p. 123. edit. Steph. exprefsiy affirms this hiftorie 





















































fact; and Tacitus and Pliny acquaint us that he there built yam ful 
city of Thebes, called, from its /even gates, Ewravdcs, a vere - ler 
different city from that in the Thebais, denominated, from j ter 
hundred gates, Exnxrounvdcs, and it is poflible Syncellus, | hor 
many other writers, may have confounded the Eoyotian | the 
‘Grecian Thebes, We fhould not fo particularly have noticgmm fire 
this circumftance, were it not a repetition of what is afleram™ abu 
in the Analyfis, Vol. II. p. 198, that Cadmus was of Egy wot 
tian origin, where he is concluded to be the fame perfonagmm to ¢ 
as Ofiris, and even Hermes, probably becaufe the lattcr wae elen 
confidered as the inventor of the Egyptian letters. The fixteam U9p 
Pheenician letters, however, introduced by Cadmus ing herr 
Greece, were as little connected with thofe invented by Taugag 2g" 
or Hermes, as the two cities were; thofe of Taut being rath mala 
fymbolical characters than letters, and until the antiquit fitua 
what is called the Coptic, or old Egyptian alphabet, car’ be b Egy; 
ter proved than it has hitherto been, we fhall {till reft Incli i : 

wae confi 






ed to refer the ditere Cadmee, or letters properly Cad 
to a Phoenician origin. , 

Leaving thefe minutiz, however, let us proceed to the di 
cuffion of what our learned commentator has advanced ont 
new ground of criticifm here entered upon. Dreadful as’ 
the judgments enumerated by Mofes to have been infli@ted 
the ob{tinatc race of Egypt, when generally confidcred, the 
derive a peculiar and pointed propriety from theirs being 
directly levelled as they were, againft obje&ts which 
holden in the moft facred and venerable light, by a nation it 
merfed in the profound darknefs of a grofs phyfical theology’ 
They venerated the clements of nature; to contamina 
therefore, thofe elements with the bafeft pollutions ; to t 
into blood the holy waters of the Nile, and make it produt 
frogs and every groveling reptile of a loathfome nature; 
defile the earth itfelf, fo often deifiedin the ancient popd 
fuperftitions, under the names of Rhea, Cybele, &c. and! 
turn the duft of the ground into dice, to inteft and tormed 
race perpetually plunging into the purifying wave; a race 
whom cleanlinefs was preferibed as a religious and indifpe 
fable duty, who arrayed themfelves in the fineft white: line 
and fhaved the whole body to preferve themfclves from) 
adhefion of any thing impure and noxious ; to corrupt 4 
darken the Air with fwarms of flies, fuch as are ufual in 
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* This propriety of thefe miracles has been remarked, and 
learnedly, though briefly, handled by Dr. Owen, in his tenth 
at Boyle's Lectures ; which is entirely on that {ubje&, 
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manner—idae xa: wug otGortes wadigia Tar cli yey. It feems, shat 
evater and fire. were two of the chief objets which they qworfbipped, 
Hence fire and water mingled were no improper judgment, as, has 
been obferved before. They thought, that fire was a living ani 
mal——Avyurrioiss Se vevoystelas mug To Onpiov sivas eurluyr.. The & 
tians ofteemed fire to be a living informed animal, But in general th 
had’a ftill higher notion of this element, as we learn from Diodorus, 
—To de mug atOepenvevourvoy Hdaighy ovopxras, vousravres [trav eve: 
Sov, xarmoAAe cupCzrdAr wares yeeros Te nat Tega avénow. 
denominated fire Hepbaiftos, «fleeming it a@ mighty deity ; which contre 
bated largely towards generation, and the ultimate perfection of being, 
The true Egyptian name feems to have been 6a, Phtha ; or rather 
$xs, Phthas, It is however expreffed Phtha by Jamblichus : who 
mentions this elementary deity, as, Insupyinos ves, the divine intellea, 
by which all things were fathioned. They looked upon him as the 
chief guardian of their country. Phthas, cuftodem Agypti. Ih 
refpect to the adoration of the element, Diodorus endeayours 
apologize for the cuftom, by faying that the divine title of Hephai 
ftus or Vulcan, was given to fire, tis pny xar tiny aDavaror, by 
way of honour, and to be a perpetual memorial, of the great and true 
benefactor, the god of fire. But unfortunately this learned writer 
was not apprifed, that the real benefactor, the only true God, wa 
antecedently obfcured, and at laft banifhed from the hearts of men, 
In copfequence of this he was abridged of the honour due to him, and 
to him only. For when a blind reverence was paid to the elemett 
as afymbol, and reprefentative; it degenerated quickly into alowe 
and more vile idolatry : the primary object being loft in its emblem; 
and the deity fupplanted by the fubftitute. 

«« J] have mentioned, that the Egyptians were a people of great 
learning : who feem to have been fuperior in fcience to any nation 
upen earth. But they proftituted thefe noble gifts ; and ahs. a 
affectation of myftery and refinement they abufed the knowledge 
afforded them: for by veiling every thing under a type they at la 
loft fight of their original intelligence, They at firft louked upot 
lieét and fire, and the great fountain of light the jus, merely # 
proper emblems of the true deity, the god of al! purity and bright 
ne's. But fuch was the reverence, which they paid to them, thati 
procefs of time they forgot the hand by which thefe things we 
framed; and looked upon the immediate means and fupport of lif 
as the primary efficient caufe ; to the exclufion of the real creat 
What then could be more reafonable, and appofite, than for a fp 
ple; who thus abufed their intelligence, and proftituted their fac 
ties; who raifed to themfelves a god of day, their Ofiris: andi 
ftead of that intellectual light, the wifdom of the Almighty, fut 
tuted a created and inanimate element, as a jult object of worf 
3 fav, what could be more appofite, than for people of this cat 
he doemd to a jodicial and temporary darknefs? The judgm 
bore a (ri eralogy with the.crime: and as it was #§uft punifhme 


to thew; {0 it was @ proper warning to others, not to give way 
the tike myflery and iilufion. ; 
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Night adored as a primary Deity. 
« Nor was this all. ‘As the Egyptians betrayed an undue reve- 
rence for the fun, and light: fo they thewed a like veneration for . 
night and darknefs, and in this they were followed by other nations, 
It is faid, that they-paid a religious regard to the Mugale, a kind 
io of mole, (fuppofed to be the mus araneus) on account of its ima- 
rut. HE gined blindne{s: and from its ftate of darknefs they thought it a 
tai HE proper emblem of night. For night was efteemed by them facred, 
They He as being more ancient than day. Tw wer yag poyadny extideiacbas 
mits EE deysosy yo AvyuTTion TUPARY Bay, OT! TOOKTOS TY Qwros MyurTa MpeCH . 
ringt. Ge Corspor. Hefychius mentions a temple of Venus Scotia in Egypt, 
whofe rites. we may prefume had fome reference to night. Apodirns 
WhO Xxorias ispov xat’ Aryorro. The Egyptian name of Venus was 
elle@, SM Athor: and one of her principle places of worfhip was Arhor-Ber, 
s the Be exprefied by the Grecians Athridis; the inhabitants of which‘were 
. InGi the Athribite. Thefe were the perfons, according to Strabo, who 
urs (0 worfhipped the Mugale, that emblem of primeval darknefs. Moyz- 
phai- BEE anv AQpCeras (riyswos). From hence we may be pretty certain, that 
ov, 6) Mm here the rites were celebrated of No@urnal Venus: and that her chief 
1 trues votaries were the priefts of Athribis: and the Mugale was her re- 
writer refentative. The fame rites were probably prattifed at the city 
> wi utas: for here thofe animals, when they died, were folemnly 
'met.le buried. Diodorus Siculus mentions a temple of Hecate Scotia, de- 
nominated in like manner from night: which ftood to the weit of 
Memphis near the Acherufian plains.” P. 162. 


The next fubject which engages our author’s attention is 
the divine miffion of Mofes, and the fundamental argument 
which he makes ufe of to prove that miffion to be divine is, 
that no man of common prudence would have aéted as Mofes did, 
unlefs direéled by a fuperior influence. Without that influence, 
he contends, no man-could have formed fuch a fyftem, much 
lefy have effeéted its completion ; fince the procefs was often 
contrary to every dictate of human wildom and forefight, and 
the means ufed abfolutely inadequate; and frequently even 
oppofite, to the ends propofed. (P.,196.) Add to this, that 
the hand of divine providence was eminently vifible in the 
principal events of the life of this chofen legiflator ; in his 
wonderful prefervation from a watery grave by the daughter 
of Pharaoh ; and in his unexpedted and miraculous recall from 
— the fheep of Jethro, his father in law, in Midian, to 
be the liberator of a mighty people, and the commander of a 
aft army. 

Mofes js not lefs remarkable for his piety, as a man, than 
for his impartiality, as an hiftorian; he is no flatterer of the 
perverfe and flu€tuating race whofe a@tions he records; he 
paints, with a bold pencil, their aggravated bafencfs and 
ingratitude ; 
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ingratitude ; and he fulminates upon them without fear of 
private infult, or public rebellion, the wrath of avenging 
heaven. Every page of that hjitory exhibits internal eyidence 
of jts divine original, the awful truths of morality apd the 
fublime leffons of piety which it inculcates ; the feries of ftn- 
pendous facts recorded, and at this day commemorated, in 
a thoufand rites and ceremonies, by the remnant tribd¢s. of the 
Hebrew nation, wherefoever difperfed, after the lapfe of three 
thoufand years, unite to give the fan@ion of truth, and the 
{tamp of infpiration to the Mofaic annals. Mr. Bryant con. 
cludes this fection of his book with the following obfervations, 


«* T have maintained, and now once for all repeat it, that Mofes 
could not of himielf have carried into execution fuch ordinances ; 
nor could he ever have wifhed to enforce them. ‘This, |] think, to 
any perfon acquainted with the nature of the law, is paft contra. 
dittion manifeit. Fer no man would voluntarily make a yoke for 
his own neck; nor gives and fetters for his own hands and feet: nor 
defignedly work out to himfelf trouble, when he could avoid it. No- 
body would bind himfelf, his friends, and his pofterity, by grievous, 
arbitrary, and, unfupportable obligations, to the purport of which 
he was a ftranger ; and from whence no apparent good could arife. 

‘* Nothing therefore remains, byt to prove, that the Jaw was 
given; and the internal evidence will frew plainly, who was the 
author, ‘The cade of Mofes is not like the laws of Minos, Zaleucus, 
or Charondas, concerning which any thing may be faid, as therd 
can be no appeal to them. Of this law we have pofitive proof, 
and experimental knowledge: for it exills at this day. Itis in the 
hands of the Jews, acknowledged and maintained by them, and re- 
ligioufly obferved. If then it exifts, it mutt have had a beginning: 
and if it confeffedly could not ad origine have teen the work of man, 
it muft have been appointed and authorized by God: and the imme- 
diate legiflator was his fubititute, and fervant. His miffion there- 
fore muit have been of divine original, and his ordinances from 
heaven: which was the point, that from the beginning | purpofed 
to prove. Thefe truths are party inferred, and partly experimen- 
tally obtained: and the proofs refulting from them will perhaps 
appear to many, as cogent and certain, as a dire&t demonttration. 
By fome they may be elteemed more fatisfaétory, and intimately 
affeting ; as they afford more copious and redundant conviétion 
from the various concurring articles, upon which they are founded, 
Such evidence is beft adapted to the general apprehenfion of man- 
kind; and is certainly very conclufive. | oo 


Conclufion. 


_ ** Such are the arguments, which I have produced in proof of 
the divine miffion of Mofes. It is an article which deferves our moft 


ferious confideration. For if the law, which was only preparatory, | 


can be fhewn to be of divine original; that which fucgeeded, and 
| wag 
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was completed an Chrift, muft have an equal fanction, The proofs 
for the one operate as ftron ly for the other, and point out the 
power of God; the interpofition of divine wifdom. And, as the 
jatter difpenfation is attended with a greater efhcacy; and is the 
very ultimate, to which the former was directed, there can be no 
doubt of its fuperiority, as well as certainty. In fhort, if the 
Jewith law-giver had his miffion from heaven, and his laws were of 
divine in{piration, we mutt allow the fame prerogative to the evan- 
geiitts, and apoftles; and the fame fanétion to their writings. We 
may therefore abide by the declaration of St. Paul: vaca ypagn 
Groxvsvcls—all fcripture is of divine infpiration.” P. 303. 


In the final fection, Mr. Bryant enters into an extenfive 
geographical difcuffion, illuftrated with two maps, relative to 
the province of Egypt in which the children of Ifrael are faid 
to have refided by the appointment of that Pharaoh, under whom 
the patriarch Jofeph held the chief command in Igypt ; he 
confiders the route through the inhofpitable defert, purfued 
by the liberated Hfraelites; and he anfwers the objections 
urged by Mr. Niebuhr, the celebrated Danifh traveller in 
Egypt and Arabia, againft the fuppofed pe of the-tranfit 
over the Red Sea, which our author fuppofes to have been the 
Kavewa, or Clyfina, of Ptolemy, and the Colfum of the Ara- 
bian Geographers. (P. 372.) The firft article of confidera- 
tion is prefaced by a general defcription of Egypt, from Philz 
and the cataracts, downwards, to the mouths of the Nile, 
Egypt had anciently three grand divifions, the Thebais, the 
Hestanomis, and the Delta. Thefe were again fubdivided 
into fmaller provinces, called Nomes, in number thirty-fix ; 
that is to fay, ten in the Thebais, ten in the Delta, and fix. 
teen in the Heptanomis, though, from its name, we may con- 
jecture the fatter originally contained only feven Nomes. The 
taas of Gothen was a part of the nome, or province of Helio. 
olis; hence Mofes himfelf is by Apion called an Heliopo. 
fitan, {P. 339.) It was one of the molt fertile fpots in all 
Kgypt, and afforded ample and luxurious pafturage to thofe 
numerous herds and flocks, to tend which had been the prins 
cipal occupation of the anceftors and brethren of Jofeph in 
their native country. The origin and purport of the name of 
Gothen, in the next place, employs the critical acumen of 
our author, who was once of opinion that the land might be 
thus denominated from Hebrew Cu/ban corrupted, as if tha 
land inhabited by the fons of Cufb; but his protoundly learned 
friend, the late Mr, Coftard, informed him that it was more 
probably derived from the Arabic Guj/h, fignifying a tongue, 
this part of the Delta terminating in a tongue-like form; a 
"ery ingenious remark, and pointedly confirmed by a a 
‘ile ab 







































ee ee eae 





ene 


rd 
eal 





allies aang pal NG Ne Ape oo 
hte * 
ee 





2 


* 
_ 


















— 





—— 


og Bor i : - es 


- 
“ 


Re ae 


io thee Pe ty “ng **% a a 


He 


‘ e. . 
° Pot aed Ps ee ¥ es 


Ra 


40 Bryant on the Plagues of Egypt. 


able expreffion in fcripture, “* The Lord fhall utterly deftroy the 
TONGUE Of the Egyptian fea. Vfaiah,c. XI. v.15. thatis, not 
the Egyptian fea itfelf, as is fuppofed by Lowth, and other 
commentators, but the country in form refembling a tongue, 
or pear, whence the Delta has been fometimes called /y- 
riformis. 

The paflage over the Red Sea, and fubfequent route of the 
Ifraelites, form the remaining article of this learned inveliiga- 
tion. Mr. Bryant introduces it by judicioufly obferving, that 
he addrefles himfelf folely to thofe who allow on grand occa- 
fions the real interpofition of the divine Being in terreftrial 
concerns, and who, confequently believe the hiltory of the 
miracles recorded in the Pentateuch, The proceedings of the 
Deity bear no analogy to the mode of human operations; nor 
are to be judged by our notions of fitnefs and expedience. 
Jehovah felected the Hebrews from the furrounding nations of 
the Eaftern world, to manife(t his power, and to reveal his 
glory. He ordained them to be the depofit of his laws; to 
preferve unmutilated the ftupendous chain of prophecies that 
conne&ted the Hebrew and the Chriftian difpenfations, the one 
delivered in thunder from Sinai, the other promulged with 
finiles and benignity from the Mount of Olives; and in theie 
prefent forlorn condition, they exhibit to us a moft awful and 
convincing proof both of the divinity of their own fcripture, 
and of the truth of its fublime prediGtions. From the moment 
that the children of Ifrael left Egypt, and during their forty 
years abode in that barren wildernefs, an almighty arm mult 
he fuppefed to have been their defence ; and he, whofe power- 
ful mandate bade the waves divide, marching before them, 
by day in a pillar of cloud, and by night in a piliar of fire, rout 
he confidered as equally prefent to ward of the dangers of the 
dreary defert; the horrors of famine, the feltry blaft, and 
thofe fiery ferpents which once only, for their accumulated 
crimes, were permitted to harrafs them on their march. A 
God is ever on the fcene, des » unyarn; it is therefore idle in 
Niebuhr, or any other {ceptic, to urge obje€tions founded on 
arguments, which do not in this cafe apply; fach as the 
breadth of the ftream, and the fhort time confumed in paffing 
it; the intricacy of the way, and occafional retrogradation 
of the march: he, whe parted Jordan, could divide the d ep 5 
the Hebrews looked not to Mofes as their guide, but to God, 
On this ground Mr. Bryant ably and fuccefstully combats his 
French antagonilt, who labours to find out a fhort and thallow 
way, jult below Suez, for the pafling Ifraclite, and the pur- 
fuing army of Pharaoh. M. Nicbuhr indeed allows, that 
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the former, confiding in his God, might have paffed where 
the ftream was more wide and profound; but he thinks it 
abfurd to fuppofe that the latter, with lefs powerful incentives, 
the mere gratification of rage and revenge on a flying enemy, 
would follow his foottteps in that uncertain and perilous tract 5 
but, inthe mean time, he forgets the fcriptural {tatement, and 
the real circumftances of the fact. While the Deity, by his 

refence, animated the embodied bands of Ifracl to prefs tor- 
ward through the divided waters, he for wife reafons, but nor 
fo amply revealed as prefumptuous man thinks he has a right 
to have them revealed, hardened the hearts of Pharoah and his 
hoft with a fatal blindnefs, which induced them to ruth pre- 
cipitately upon death. 


a. 





Art. VIII. A complete Edition of the Poets of Great Britain, 
Vol. I. I, tll. and lV. Large 8vo. cs. 64. cach. Printed 
for John Arthur Arch, London, and for Beil and Bradfute, 
and J. Mundell and Co, Edinburgh. 1793. &c. 


THE obje& of this publication is to give to the world a 
complete edition of the Britifh Poets at a {mall expence. 
We have taken up the conficeration of it here, although not 
finifhed, becaufe the four volumes already publifhed, contain 
a complete fele€tion of our more ancient poets, including every 
one of eminence from Chaucer down to Cowley, with whofe 
life the admirable biography of Dr. Jobnfon commences. 
In comparing this colle&tion with the two that have preceded 
It, We cannot but approve of the attention which the editors 
of it have paid to neglected genius, in giving a place to the fa- 
thers of Englifh poefy, and to many writers who adorned the 
reigns of Elizabeth, fecha’, and the accomplithed, bnt unfor- 
tunate Charles I. Of the poets given hitherto in this collec- 
tion, none are contained in the edition of Johnfon, and onl 
Chaucer, Donne, and Spencer in that of Bell: yet they exhibit 
a conftellation of genius and learning, which'rarely appears in 
an equal fpace of time, and which gives the period we have 
marked out, a right to the appellation of the firf? Auguftan 
age of Englith literature, It is true that, generally {peaking, 
thefe poets are inferior to their fucceffors in the choice of their 
fubjects ; in the art of condu@ing them ; in 4 delicate imita- 
tion of the ancients; in grace and perfpicuity of expreffion ; 
in harmonioufnefs of verfification; and tn every poctical at- 
tribute which lies within the province of /affe: but they do not 
yield to them in any of the qualities of a vigorous and enthu- 
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fiaftic mind. In originality of conception, in fertility of imae 
gination, in frequency and ftrength of reafoning, or in depth 
and variety of learning, they are equalled by few, and excelled 
by none of their rivals. In fhort, including among them 
Milton and Cowley, as having originally diftinguithed them- 
felves in the reign of the firit Charles, they need not fhrink 
from a competition with the more polifhed and popular poets 
ot later times, by whofe celebrity their luftre has hitherto been 
obfcured, Of the works contained in this feleétion, many 
have received that portion of univerfal fame, which the poet 
regards as the chief, and too often finds to be the fole reward 
ot hislabour. There are fume, however, that have lain in 
the molt undeferved obfcurity, and whofe authors are fcarcely 
known cven by name to the common reader, though highly 
deferving «Se tribute of his admiration. Among thefe we 
cannot avoid pointing to Davies and Hail, in the fecond vo- 
lume. Of the principal poem of the former, ‘‘ Upon the 
{mmortality of the Soul,” the editor is guilty of no exaggera- 
ton when he declares, that it is the earlieft philofophical poem 
which this country has produced, and the beft poem of the 
age of Elizabeth, except the Faery Queen. The author is 
indeed unhappy in the choice of his fubject; for upon one fo 
metaphyfical and obfcure, it was not poillible to be always 
amufing; and fometimes he could fcarcely hope to appear 
either convincing or rational. But his reafoning is in general 
wonderfully perfpicuous ; fome of his arguments drawn from 
analogy with fuch works of nature as are better known, are 
eminently happy, and, like Pope in his Effay on Man, he 
has adorned his fubjeét with a variety of images that are gene- 
rally beautiful, and always illuftrative. His language is cor- 
ret, cafy, and expreffive; and his verfification fo neat and 
mufical, that a modern ear will difcover but few lines in 
which it can point out an imperfection, or fuggeft an im- 
provement, 

Hall ficlt introduced fatire among us; and in powers 
adapted to his fubjeét, he is unequalled by any of his fuccef- 
fors. He poffeifed a congenial ardour of mind, that enabled 
him fuccefstully to catch the bold and nervous declamation of 
Juvenal, whom he profefled to imitate. In attacking vice 
and folly, he treats them with indignant vehemence; he lends 
his whole will and ftrength to every lath, and fpeaks as if he 
felt that the utmoft force of expreflion wouid be unable fully 
to infli@ the fmart that his vigorous conception ought to 


excite. The follies and vices he purfues, are worthy of fatiric . 


anumadverfion ; and the characters he has drawn are nume- 
Tous, 
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sous, and marked with ftrong difcriminatians. He abounds 
in epithets that are original and highly defcriptive ; and his 
verfification is in many paflages remarkable for an eafy and 
harmonious flow. In the fixth fatire of his firlt book, the 
reader will find what is perhaps the firft fudied, and certainly 
not the leaft fuccefsful effort, to make the found an echo to 
the fenfe. His faylts are thofe of his mafters, Juvenal and 
Perfius. His refic€tions are often linked together by a con~ 
nection fo refined and flender, as to be fcarcely perceptible, 
His references to the manners and cultoms of the age in which 
he lived, are extremely obfcure ; and his allufions to books, 
particularly the Latin fatirifts, are fo frequent and abrupt, 
that a reader muft be well acquainted with them to underftand 
his meaning. He has emplayeg words which were antiquated 
eyen in his own times; and*he aims at aconcifenefs and 
energy of expreflion, which, though ofien highly beautiful, 
muft, when added to his other defects, tarnith the lultre of 
his works with the imputation of obfcurity. 

Among the writer$ in the fourth volume, the reader will 
find the two Fletchers, eminently remarkable for their genius 
and Jearning. The elder has unhappily wafted much of both 
in his ** Pyrple Ifland,” upon an allegorical fubjeQ; in 
which the neceffity of rendering his fable fubfervient to the 
juft reprefentation of what he means to typify, muft ever pre- 
vent the poet from managing it fo as to enchain the attention, 
or roufe and agitate the pailions. But in his « Pifcatory 
Eclogues,” we meet with thofe native graces, and fimple orna- 
ments of thought and expreflion, which are fo rarely found ix 
fubjects, where the calm and innocent {tate of life defcribed, 
renders it difficult to intereft the mind, and yet preferve the 
required confiflency with nature. 

‘To the works of each poet is prefixed a fhort and well 
written account of his life ; together with a brief critique upon 
his Writings, in which their charaCteriftic excellence and des 
jects are pointed out. Thefe fketches are not all written with 
the fame care; but many of them do great credit to their 
author, as fhowing a refined tafte, a perfect knowledge of the 

oet, and an intimate acquaintance with our ancient literature, 
he lives in the fourth volume particularly merit this coms 
mendation; the remarks are judicious, appropriate, and (pi. 
fited ; and references are made to various paffages of the poets, 
who are there criticized and compared, whereby the reader 
will be enabled to draw thofe conclufions, which the writer, 
from the confined limit of his work, was prevented from giving 
0 detail, We cannot, however, but think, that the aethor 
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44 Maria Logan’sPoems, 


or authors of thefe lives (for whether there is one or more 
engag-d, we do not pretend to determine) have been in fome 
inftances too lavith of their praifes.. We cannot agree with 
them in their encomiums pafled upon Duniel and Browne, to 
their full extent. Many ftraggling beauties are certainly to 
be met with in thefe writers ; and the famous paflage of Da- 
niel on the entrance of Richard LI. into London, is of fuper- 
lative beauty and pathos; but to get at thefe, the reader 
is forced to traverfe a long and cheerlefs wafte of rhyming 
rofe. Their chief excellence is their eafy language ; but the 
batter author, though ingenious, is quaint and puerile in an ex- 
treme degree, and the former has written much more than 
his induftry could fupport, with the vigour belonging to his na- 
tural venius. 

Upon the whole, if the proprietors give the more modern 
pocts of Great Britain with the fame care and judgment in the 
{eleétion, as they have done the more ancient, we cannot 
helitate to pronounce the prefent the moft perfect collec- 
tion that has hitherto appeared: and however plain its garb, 
when contrafted with many recent fpecimens of typography, 
we mult commend the defign, as tending to diffufe a know- 
ledge of the poctical ornaments of our country among the ge- 
nerality of readers, by enabling them to purchafe their works 
at an expence comparatively uifling. 





Arr. IX. Peems on feveral Occafions. By Maria Logan. 
Quarto. 3s. Second edition, York : Printed for the Au- 
thor, and fold by Cadell, London; Todd and Wilfon, 
York; and Robinfon, Leeds. 1793, 


"THESE Poems are prefaced by the following addrefs :— 
© To thofe friends whofe tender and unremitted attentions 
have enlivened feven tedious years of uninterrupted ficknefs, 
the following /riffes are inferibed by their fincerely grateful and 
affectionate friend, Maria Logan.” 
fram the pompous putts with which the tinfel and trumpe- 
ry of many modern A/ymefers is introduced to the world, this 
modeft and unatfuming dedication, may lead fome of thofe 
readers who judge comparatively, to im: gine, that though the 
Poems thus prefaced, may be read and admired by a private 
circle of the lady’s friends, they will be only ¢clerated by the 
public. ‘This is by no means the cafe. T hough the fair au- 


tiep to unoftentatioutly calls them TRIFLES, many of them 
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Maria Logan's Poems. 4S 


beam with elegance, feeling, and fentiment, that muft charm 
every reader who rather wilhes to fee the mufe clad.in her na- 
tive robe of tafte and fimplicity, than flaunting in the Mafque- 
rade drefs of an Ealtern Princefs, with every feature tutored 
to attract, every motion di/ciplined to feduce, and every orna- 
ment fo placed as to dazzle rather thandelight. In this gau- 
dy finery, fhe may be applauded by the mob, a thoufand of 
whom can fee, for one that can fee/ ; but the proper province 
of Poetry isan appeal to the heart, and the fympathetic tear, 
filently let fall, is an higher praife than the deafening fhouts of 
a clamorous crowd, ‘To this beft of praife the writer of 
thefe Poems is fairly entitled ; they evidently {pring from a 
fufceptible and delicate mind. “The book contains eighteen 
Poems ; the firft {tanzasare, 


TO IMAGINATION, 


«© Thou fair enchantrefs ; whofe delufive charms 
Oft-times have drawn my wand'ring fect altray, 

Oft-times feduc’d me from Refle€tion’s arms, 
Beyond the light of Reafon’s fober ray— 


Forego thy pow’r, and leave me to rtpofe, 
Ah! tempt me not in Fancy’s fields to rove ; 
Her flow’ry paths oft lead to hidden woes, 
Then fade the airy forms her hand has wove. 


No longer bend on me thy wanton eyt, 
Nor fmile refittlefs, as thy waving hand 
With graceful motion beckons from on high, 
And the light {pirits mount at thy command. 


As late my eager feet thy fleps purfu’d, 
Thro’ fcenes created by thy magic pow’r, 
Where each bright obje¢t fmil’d but to delude, 
And poifon lurk’d in ev’ry fragrant flow’r,—— 


How did my dazzled eye delighted rove 
‘Thro’ every rofeate bow’r and verdant fhade! 
There trace the winding ftream, the nodding grove, 
The folitary path, the op’ning glade ! 


** And here,” Icried, ‘* forever will I] ftray : 

‘* Here drink, unmix’d the fparkling cup of Joy; 
** Delight fhali brighten ev’ry rifing day, 

«* And not a care the peaceful night annoy.” 


But foon, alas! the fairy vifion fled, 
The {miling forcerefs vanifh’d from my fight, 
And haggard Difappointment, in her ftead, 


Wav'd her black wand, and quench’d Hope's radiant light.” 


Some 
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46 Marfh's Tranflation of Michaelis. 


Some “ Verfes on anairy and pleafant fituation near 2 po- 
pulous and commercial town, being furrounded with new 
buildings,” have fo flriking a reference to many fituations 
round this great metropolis, that we cannot refift prefenting 
them fo our readers. 


«© There wasa time! that time the Mufe bewails, 

When Sunny-Hill enjoy’d refrefhing gales ; 

When Flora fporied in its fragrant bow’rs, 

And ftrew'd with lib'ral hand her fweeteft flow’rs ! 

Now fable vapours, pregnant.with difeafe, 

Clog the light pinions of the fouthern breeze ; 

Each verdant plant afflumes a dufky hue, 

And footy atoms taint the morning dew. 

No more the lily rears her fpotlets head, 

Health, verdure, beauty, fragrance, all are fled : 

Sulphureous clouds deform the rifing day, 

Nor own the pow’r of Sol’s meridian ray ; 

While fickly damps, from Aire’s polluted ttream, 
uench the pure radiance of his parung beam. 

‘Thefe are thy triumphs, Commerce !—thefe thy fpoils ! 

Yet fordid mortals glory in their toils, 

Spurn the pure joys which fimple Nature yields, 

Her breezy hills, dark groves,and verdant fiekls, 

With cold indiff’rence, view her blooming charms, 

And give youth, eafe, and health to thy enfcebling arms, 


With the ftanzas to Opium, we were much pleafed, but to 
multiply quotations from a book of 64 pages, would be in- 
jutious to the author. Had we feen orheard of the firft edi- 
tion of thefe Poems, they would have been noticed at an ear- 
lier period. 


— 





Arr. X. Marfh's Tranfiation of Michaclis's IntroduGion te 
the New Teflament. 


( Continued from Vol. lil, page 608.) 
Wwe proceed to lay before our readers a diftin@ view of the 


matter contained in the remaining parts of this valuable 
work; and tothis, as the topics on which we might be tempt- 
ed to enlarge, arc fo very numerous, we fhall chiefly con- 
fine ourfelves. The notes of the learned tranflater, which 
occupy nearly a third of the firft, and the whole of the third 
volume, prove how difficult it is to fay very little on fubjects 
of fuch intereit and importance to~very ferious Chriftian. 
In treating of the infpiration of ‘the New ‘Teltament, 
which as the fubjeét of his third Chapter, the author begins 
by 
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Mar/b’s Tranflation of Michaelis. 4 


by explaining the difference between canonical and apo- 
cryphal books, and very judicioufly cautions his reader not 
to confider the latter as a term of contempt. Though not 
2ually infpired, fome of them are highly deferving of our 
efteem. ‘* The firft book of the Maccabees is a moft valu- 
able hiftorical monument, written with great accuracy and 
fidelity, and a werk on which more reliance is to be placed 
than on the writings of Jofephus, who has borrowed from it 
his materials, and frequently miftaken their meaning. The 
fame may be faid of Jefus Sirach, and the Book of Wifdom.” 
‘Thus alfo an Apocryphal Gofpel may not be a f{purious pro- 
duction, or a work of evil tendency, but a hiftory of the life 
of Chrift, fo ancient, that it might pretend to a place in the 
Canon: but not admitted there, becaufe not infpired. In 
this clafs the diftinétions of Michaelis feem to place the Gof- 
pels of St. Mark, and the Gofpel and Aéts of the Apoftles, 
by St. Luke. He divides the received books of the New Tefta- 
ment into two claffes, thofe written by Apoftles, and thofe 
written only by companions or affiftants of Apoftles. To the 
former he allows infpiration, to the latter he is inclined to de- 
ny it: butitis evident that the former clafs comprifes all the 
books of the New Teftament, excepting thofe three that have 
now been mentioned. ‘This pofition, and the arguments on 
which it is founded, will certainly admit of controverfy: we 
are fatisfied at prefent with ftating it. Inthe opinion of Mi- 
chaelis, no difadvantage would arife from this conceffion re- 
{fpeAing thefe two Evangelifls ; their books would ftill be 
authentic hiftories, and at the fame time, not liable to the dif- 
ficulties which attend them as infpired narratives. 


* The chicf hiftorical obje&tions which are drawn from profane 
authors, have sefpect to St. Luke : and if we can abandon the infpi- 
ration of his writings, as well as thofe of St. Mark, we fhall effen- 
ually ferve the wr of our religion, and difarm our adverfaries at 
once, by depriving them of that pretext to deny the truth of Chrif- 
tianity, which they derive from contradi¢tions not wholly to be re- 
moved,” P. 97. 

This Chapter is divided into three fections ; the firft on the 
general fubject of infpiration ; the fecond on the books that 
bear the names of Apoitles ; the third, on thofe written only by 
afiftantsto Apofitles. 

The third Chapter, on the language of the New Teftament, 
takes a wider (cope, and is fubdivided into fourteen {eétions. 
In the firft of thefe feGtions the author anfwers the queftion, 
** Why was the New Teflament written in Greck ?” in the 
nolt {imple manner—~.'* Becaufe it was the language beft ua- 
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43 Marfh’s Tranjlation of Michaelis. 
derftood both by writers and readers.” Not, in his opinion, 
on account of the greater univerfality of that language. Ie 
was, however, certainly, at that time, molt univerfal, fince the 
greater part of thofe who talked Latin underftood Greek alfo, 
which is partly his own folution of the queftion, why St Paul 
wrote to the Romans in Greek. The curious reverie of the 
fanciful, though learned, Hardouin, that the books of the New 
Teftament were originally written chiefly in Latin, employs 
the author in its refutation, rather unworthily, throughout the 
fecond fetion. The third fe&tion decides, that the {tyle of the 
New Teftament is Hebraic Greck, like that of the Septuagint. 
The difputes concerning the purity of ftyle in the Greek Telta- 
ment are ably touched in fection the 4th, while feveral of tnofe 
that follow are occupied in examining into the Hebraifms, 
Rabbinifms, and other peculiarities or provincialities obferva- 

le in various parts of thefe Sacred Beoks ; from which confi- 
derations, the author very properly lays down in fection 13, 
tne knowledge requifite to make acomplete critic in the New 
Tettament. The following fuggeftion is fo important that 
we extract it, in hopes that fome learned man may be induced 
by it to execute the wifh of the judicious author. 


** The ineftimable treafure which lies hidden in the ancient in- 
fcriptions might be of fingular fervice, particularly in explaining the 
provincia}t{ms and idiotifms. They have hitherto been feldom or never 
applied to this purpofe; and asthe books in which they are contained 
are fre quent tly too expenfive to be purchafed by the learned, it is to be 
wifhed that fome one, who has "0 and abilities, would compofe a 
Lexicon, containing the words ufed in the Greek infcriptions, not only 
in fuch as have been collected in feparate volumes, but in thofe which 
are found fingly in the defcriptions of travellers. A work of this na- 
ture would be an invaluable guide to a commentator in his critical ree 
fearches.” P. 177. 

«© Burt,” adds the author, * the book moft neceffary to be 
underfood by every man who ftudies the New Teftament 
is, without doubt, the Septuagint, which alone has {been of 
more fervice than all the paflages from the profane rr eage 
collected together.” “To this opinion we fully fubfcribe, 
alfo to the utility of the Concordance of Trommius, which i is 
recommended immediately after. The 14th fe&ion of this 
Chapter contains a judicious confideration of what has been 
pertormed or neglected in the matters above-mentioned: and 
concludes with certain queries, p. 195, in the folution of which 
the learned author and his tranflator are not perfe€tly agreed. 
We thall not enter into the detail of thefe difficulties, but we 
point out the patlag e as affording a proper exercife for the fa-: 
gaci'y of itudents in scan criticifm, to folve the doubts pro- 
pofed, or to decide between the author and his commentator. 
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Marfh’s Tranflaticn of Michaelis. 49 


Inthe fitth Chapter, which is on the quotations from the 
Old Teftament inthe New, Michaelis contra@s his ground 
too much, and reduces himfelf to difficulties by rejeéting all 
typical explanations of the paflages cited, and all double com- 
pletions of prophecies. As both thefe points have been well 
defended by fome of the ableft divines of our Church, we can= 
not feel it neceflury to relinquifh them fo haftily. Towards 
the illuftration of thefe paflages of the New Teftament, the 
tract of the late Dr. Randolph, Prefident of C.C. C. Oxford, 
is as efficient as it is concife and wellarranged. It gives with 
each citation from the New Teltament, the corref- 
ponding paflages of the Hebrew and Septuagint, and il- 
lu(trates them with brief, but excellent notes.— This Chapter 
confifts of fix fe€&tions. In the fifth fe&tion, the author cons 
demus, rather peremptorily, the Epiftle of St. Jude : 


« Candour,” he fays, ‘* obliges me to feparate from the reft of 
the New ‘Teftament the Epiftle of St. Jude, the author of which has 
taken his accounts, as will be fhewn in the fecond part, from the 
weakeft and moft fabulous productions, a circumftance which fuffici- 
ciently evinces, not only its want of infpiration, but even its want of 
authenticity. No fuch quotations can be produced from the other 
books of the New Teftament; for Jannés and Jambres, mentioned 
z Tim. iii. 8, though no where named in the writings of Mofes, are 
taken from the well-known hiftorical accounts of the Jews.” P, 237. 


The fecond part, here alluded to, is the fecond volume of 
this work of Michaelis, as yet untranflated, but on which we 
hope the induftry and fagacity of his excellent tranflator is at 
this moment employed; as there cannot be a doubt that the 
prefent part will have an extenfive and a rapid fale. It con- 
tains, as we mentioned before, feparate introductions to each 
book of tht New Teltament, forming a moft admirable key 
to the whole. 

The fixth Chapter, containing an elaborate enquiry into the 
various readings of the New Teftament, occupies the remain- 
der of this volume, and is extended to thirteen [eétions. The 
firft of thefe feGtions, on the early lofs of the Autographa, or 
original manufcripts of the New Teftament, is judicious, and 
concludes very fatisfactorily, that the late or early lofs of thefe 
originalshas no influence on the grounds of our faith, becaufé 
the credibility of abook, which, during the life of the author, 
has been made known to the world, depends not on the prefer- 
vation of the author’s manufcript; and each of thefe, during the 
lives of the Apoftles, was circulated throughout the Chriftian 
world in numberlefs copies. At the fame time, we cannot, 
without fome regret, confider the vaft advantages that would 
apparently have been derived to the Chriftian world fram their 

E prefervation, 
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50 Marfb’s Tranflation of Michaelis. 


prefervation, could it have been effected by any means which 
might reafonably be expected to have been employed. But 
without a perpetual miracle the very zeal of Chriftians in con. 
fulting them, muft foon have rendered them illegible, and 
it pleafed God that the Chriftian faith, though founded on mi. 
racles, thould not be perpetuated by them. We mutt, therefore, 
be content to feck and to weigh the variations of manufcripts, 
and think ourfelves happy, that even this fecondary mode of 
fatistaGtion was not obliterated by the invention of Printing. 

In the fecond edition of this chapter, Michaelis fpeaks ofa 
two-fold publication of the Books of the New Teltament, the firk 
feparately, orin partial collections, during the lives of their au 
thors, and probably by the authority of the authors them. 


felves; the fecond of the whole collection of writings entitled ® 


the New Teftament, formed after the death of the Apo. 
files, Our author's fuppofition, that St. Paul wrote very 
many Epiftles, befides the thirteen now extant, and that he was 
his own editor of thefe, feems fanciful, and unworthy of him; 
and is certainly liable to the objections of his tranflator, which 
we fhall extra@t as a fpecimen of his fagacity and ability in fe 
parating truth from falfehood. 


*¢ Our author feems here to confound ancient with modern times, 
in which the learned, as a recompenfe of their labours, enjoy the ex 


clufive privilege of publifhing their own works, But it is highly im-| 


robable that St. Paul was in this fituacion, who having no other ob 


ject in view than to propagate the Chriftian religion, inftead of r-f 


ferving to himfelf the mght of diftributing copies, would rather have 
promoted their diftribution in the higheft poflible degree. See Col, 
iv. 16. Our author {peaks likewife of the publication of St. Paul’ 
Epiftles as of the edition of a modern volume; whereas it is mok 
reafonable to fuppofe, that they were gradually communicated from 
fociety to fociety, and that many years elapfed before they formed a 
fingle and complete collection. Nor does the hypothefis, of St. Paul's 
being his own editor, folve the difficulty which arifes from the fup 
pofition of his having written a great number of Epiitles, befides thofe 
which are now extant ; fince in that cafe, no reafon can be affigned 
why the Apoftie, in the publication of his own works, fhould have con 
fined the number to thirteen only.” P, 491. 


In three fubfequent fedtions the general fubje& of the vari- 
ous readings is further handled by the author, and particularly 
(§ 5.) the queftion, whether our faith is affeted by the vari 
ous readings, which he decides, very juftly, in the negative.— 
He then proceeds to the caufes of thefe variations, which, al- 

‘ter fome preliminary remarks, he reduces to the five fol- 
lowing : 


** 1. The omiffion, addition, or exchange of letters, fyllables, 0 
words, from the mere carelefsnefs of the tranfcribers, 


“dy 





ofl 
the 
na 


or 


— uot. ne i ae Oe 6S 

























































which 

But 
| Con. 
'» and 
nn Mis 
efore, 
ripts, 
ode of 
ting, 
S ofa 
he firk 
IT aus 
them. 


titled a 


Apo- 

very 
© was 
him; 


which 


in fe. 


times, 


he ex. 


ly im- 
er ob- ie 


of re- 
r have 
» Cal, 
Paul's 
; mok 
from 
med a 
Paul's 
» fu 
, thele 
igned 
€ COR 


varie 
ilarly 
vari- 
Ve— 
nh, al- 


fol- 


es, Of 


a 


Marfh’s Tranflation of Michaelis. si 


«2, Miftakes of the tranfcribers in regard to the true text of the 
ofiginal. 7 
© 3, Errors or imperfections in the ancient manufcript from which 


the tranfcriber copied. . 
«« 4. Critical conyecturé, or intended improvements of the origi- 


nal text. 
« ¢, Wilful corruptions to ferve the purpofes of a party, whether 


orthodox or heterodox.” P. 270. 


Thefe caufes are feparately, and very learnedly and acutely 
handled in the five enfuing Chapters. With refpeét to the 
famous text 1 John, v. 7. on the three witnefles, Michaelis 
gives itup as fpurious, but without at all relinquifhing the doc- 
trineit conveys. His words are thefe : 


« Tt is true that the number of proof paffages in {upport of certain 
dottrines has been diminifhed by our knowledge of = various read- 
ings. We are certain, for inftance, that 1 John, v. 7. is a fpurious 
paffage, but the doétrine contained in it is not, therefore changed, 
fince it is delivered in other parts of the New Teftament. After the 
moft diligent enquiry, efpecially by thofe who would banifh the divi- 
nity of Chrift from the articles of our religion, not a fingle various 
reading * has been difcovered in the two principal paffages, John i. 1. 
and Rom. ix. 5. and this very doétrine, Enftead of being fhaken by 
the colleétions of Mill and Wetftein, has been rendered more certain 
thanever. This is fo ftrongly felt by the modern reformers in Ger- 
many, that they begin to think lefs favourably of that fpecies of criti- 
cifm which they at firft fo highly recommended, in the hope of its 
leading to difcoveries more fuitable to their maxims than the ancient 
fyftem.” P. 266. 


On this celebrated text we fhall at prefent give no opinion, 
as the book of Archdeacon Travis, relating principally to that 
fubject, will foon come before us, and will afford a better op- 
portunity for the difcuffion. On another celebrated paflage, 
(thating Tim. iii. 16, where the great difpute between the dif- 
Icrent parties is, whether certain manufcripts had originally oc, 
*s, Or @c,a contraction for Oss) as various examiners have 
Siven oppofite accounts, and the MSS. that can be made out are 
divided in their teftimony, Michaelis thinks it more equitable 
to declare the MSS. neutral, and quote them neither in favour 
of 5 nor Ors. The remaining feCtion, after the difcuffion of the 
hve caufes (§. 13.) is very ufefully employed in laying down 
generally rules for deciding on the various readings. Thefe 
rules are 17 innumber, of which, perhaps, it may be ufeful 
to publith an abridgement. 1. Internal evidence fometimes to 
be preferred to majority of MSS. but 2. Careris paribus, ma- 








me This is not ftri€tly true, though very nearly fo : certainly no onc 
OF any importance, See the tranflator’s note, p. 494. 
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jority to decide. 3. A M5. generally accurate, to be prefers 


red to one carelefsly written. 4. Ceterrs paribus, the moft an- 
cient MSS. ‘of molt authority s. Yet modern MSS. not 
wholly to be difregarded. 6, A MS. containing a felection 
of readings not the bet evidence, as giving only the felector's 
opinion. 7. A MS. wich conjectural emendations of no va- 
hie, 8. Printed editions of no authority, but as taken tm- 
mediately from Moss. g. The number of MSS. fupporting 
any text to be contidered relatively to the whole number extant 
or collated, which contin that patla ve. 10. When only a 
few Md». have a reading that might ealily arife from an over- 
fivht of the copyill, it may gene: alt vy be difregarded. at. Res 
ject the reading molt likely to have arifen from an error of the 
tranferiber, 12. Whenthree or four readings exilt, prefer 
that from which the others might mo{t eatily flow. 1 3. 
Where a patlage not abfolutely neceflary to the text exiits in 
many various readings, tt probably is tpurious altogether. 14. 
An irate rpolation Nay lometimes be dete&ed by containing an 
expreflion not fulficien tly ancient. 415. Words exifting in 

articular MSs, only, not in ancient verlions or citations, are 
lable ay picton, 10. Obfcurity not a futhcient caufe for re- 


jection. ‘The peculiar {tyle of cach book to be well con- 


tidercd nd \ecidit oon a reading. 


‘The teftimony of the tranflator to the merit of this whole 
hapter is no more than it well deferves; he fays, 


‘© This admirable Chapter has been written by our author with 
the coolne!s and Imparualtty of a proto a - learned critic, without 
the leaft regard to any pil whatioever. In fubjcets purely theolo- 
vical, he has at allt abided by the efttablifhed doctrine of the Lu- 
theran Chur :. of \ hhict bie wasa Member, but in points of {imple cri- 
tictim he invefligates the truth with all the aid of learning, indifferent 
as to the event, and wholly unconcerned whether the couclufions that 


may be drawn trom his cr ae » are favourable to his own fyttem, or 
to that of hisopponents.”  P. 522 


The feventh Chi m5 er treats of the ancient verfions of the 
{ 


Teftament, and asit notices all that are of any value, it 
confequcnt!y is Carri toa confiderable extent, and has no 
Icfs than 35 {eétions ; nine of which (2.—io.) are dedicated 


tothe Syn ic Verlions, ane “ns n (21.—20.) to the Latin. The 
general remarks of Michaelis on the ufe o, the ancient verfions, 


(contained tn 8 1.) are highly valuable, and among them pare 
ticularly the fol 


‘© The oreater part of thofe which will be examined in this Chap- 
far} iguitv the oldeit Greek manuicripts that are now exe 
wnt; andrhey lead to a ditcovery of the readings in the very ancient 


man feript wear wasufed by the tranflator. By their means, rather 
than from the atd of our Greek manufcripts, none of which are pret 
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tothe fixth century * we arrive at the cer:ain knowle4ge that the fa- 
cred writings have been tranfmitted from the earlieft to the prefent 
age, with: at material alteration; and that our prefcnt text, if we ex- 
cept the pailages that are rendered doub ful by an oppofition in the 
readings, is the fame which proceeded trom the hands of the Apoe 
files.” Vol. Il. p. 2. 


The teftimony of Michaelis in favour of the ulser Syriac 
verfion, called Pefhito, or liieral t, is very flrong. The Pe- 
fhito,” he fays, ** 1s the very bett tranflation of the Greek 
Vellamentthat I ever read: that of Luther, though in fome 
refpeQs i: f sior to his tranflation of the Old ‘Teftament, holds 
ing ine fecond rank.” p. 40. He recommends, and -all his 
fuggeitions of this kind. are worthy of notice, that fome man 
qualified for the tafk thould undertake the compiladion of 
a complete catalogue of the Syriac manuferipts of the 
New Teltament, of which certain information can be ob- 
tained. p. 21. He expretiesaifo a ftrong wilh, that an edition 
of moderate price, may be publithed of the four principal ma- 
nufcripts of the old Jtalic verfion, from the fpiendid edition of 
Bianchini, edited under the eye of Benedict XIV, Thefe, and 
other hints of Michachs, tending to diffule and facilitate 
Scriptural learning, we hope will not be loft upon the lite- 
rary world, , 

An account of the principal manufcripts of the New Tefta- 
ment to the number of 2°02, begining with the Alexandrine, 
is contained in the eighth Chaprer, which confifts of fix fe€tions. 
This Catalogue of MSS. will be found in the fixth fection, the 
five to rmer bei ino rather prelimivary. In rye iting the two 
principal mar uferipts, the Alexandrine No. 1, and the Vatican 
No. 253, Micha lis fays, ** With nee to the internal ex- 
cellence of this manufe ript, the Vatican, I prefer it to the Codex 
Alexandrinus, and fhall continue to do fo ull I am convinced 
that this preference is unjult.” p. 345. The Codex Ravianus, 
or Berlin manufcript, brought forward in the cantroverfy on 
tfohnv. 7. he ve vives up asa mere Impotture, on the aut hority 
of Papelbaum ; ‘who, he fays, has put an end to the contro- 
verfy on the ful yect of thar ‘manufe ript, ** by proving, beyond 
a doubt, that the whole is an impotiure, anc d that the manu- 
{cript isa mere SODY of the Complutentian Bible.’ : Pp. 200.—- 
How this w: 1s proved may be feen more particularly in that place. 
The Codex Cantabrigienfis, or Codex Bez, is particularly con- 
fidered in ow : $9 ot this feo: » where Michaelis refutes the 
Charge of Latinizing, that hasbeen brought againit it; but feems 


to confider itas an Ecleétic manufcript not wholly free trom 


_ A A A TD 


a 
Sante make the ies xandrine older, but Michaelis denies it. 
', 
t ‘Though in fact lefs fo than the new. See page 5. 
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conjectural emendations of the tranflator, referving, however, 
his final opinion till the publication of Dr. Kipling’s fac, 
fimile, which, unhappily, he did not live to fee. With re. 
{pect to its antiquity, he thows the external evidences of it to 
be fo doubrful, that nothingremains for afcertaining it but the 
internal marks it carries with it, on which, therefore, he does 
not attempt to decide. But his learned annotator, in an ela- 
borate note upon the fubject, gives it as his opinion, that it is 
at leaft as ancient as the fifth century, and that no other can 
be put in competition with it, except the Codex Vaticanus, 
Vol. Lil. p. 745. 

The ninth Chapter contains a confideration of the quota. 
tions from the New Teftament, found in the writings of the 
ancient fathers. It is divided into four feCtions. But in this 
and what remains, there is little that requires particularly to be 
{pecified ; little that will not be expected by thofe who read 
the general titles to the Chapters, which we have already given, 
and whoconfider the abilities of the author by whom thofe fub- 
jects are treated. “Through every part oi his Scriptural enquiries 
Michaelis is attended by his very refpectable commentator, 
who amply proves his diligence, and the great extent of his 
qualifications for a work of this nature. We cannot refrain, 
therefore, in the conclufion of this article, from repeating 
our wifh, that the remainder of the work may fall into no 
other hands to be tranflated, and that Mr. Marth will purfue 
his labours tor the benefit ot his countrymen, with the fame 
vigour that he has manifelted in this commencement of them, 
The work will intallibly be of fervice to the caufe of Scriptu- 
ral learning in this country, and though we cannot always 
adopt the conjectures and opinions of the learned author, we 
admire at once his candour and fagacity, and wifh to fee his 
labours circulated in the moft advantageous manner, namely, 
in fuchatranilation, fo illultrated, as we have found the prefent. 

Having thus finithed our veneral view of this work, we 
mightdilmifs it; but we are tempted, forthe gratification of 
our readers, to pr: pare for our next Number, a few fupple- 
mental remarks on a pallage already noticcd, and upon one in 
Chapter LV. which fcems to us of fume importance. 

(To be continued, ) 
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ArT. X1. Notes and Annstations on Locke on the Human 
Cnd rflanding, written by Order of the Queen, correfponding 
in Sedtion and Page with the Edttisn of 1793. By Thomas 
Morel, D.D. Reclsr of Buckland, and F.S.S8. R. & A. 
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Pe labours ot Locke, in the more effential branches of 

Metaphylical Science, have been juftly appreciated by that 
poiterity 
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CF, pofterity for which he wrote. A_ crude Philofophy, in 
aCe which ignorance and prejudice poffefled an equal dominion, 
re- oppofed in the firft inftance, principles which borrowed fo lit- 
to tle from {cholaftic fophiitry. Bunt the age of darknefs was 
the fated to pafs. The active refearches of Locke unravelled 
OCS thofe knots which fchoolmen had framed, and the fuperititions 
la- of ages were fubdued by the light of nature, of reafon, and of 
tis truth. Highly, however, as weare difpofed to rank the trea- 
an tife on the Fiman Underltanding, we cannot fuffer our admi- 
US, ration of its excellencies to preclude our ancien of 

© itsdefe&s. ‘The arrangement is not uniformly perfpicuous ; 
ta- Ge the phrafeology is, in many cafes, quaint and embarrafled ; 
the and in the frequent difcuffion of queftions, involving the 
his niceties of Metaphyfical difcrimination, words are employed 
be FH) witha variety of interpretation which renders it difficult to 
cad BE afcertain their definite {enfe. In the notes and annotations 
en, § with which the public are here prefented, fome of thefe de- 


ub- ©) fects are very ably confidered, and queftions which Locke has 





les cloathed with intricacy, are expounded in clear and concife foe 
OF; lutions. 
his Dr. Morell, in his remarks upon the firft book, appears to 
in, |) confider Locke as advancing a dangerous and erroneous doc- 
ing Fe trine, by denying in toto the exiftence of innate principles ; and 
no |] we mult obferve for ourfelves that we have found the Doétor’s 
fue F@ cenfure, for the moft part, jult. Locke was anxious to do away 
me | every di€&tum of the old Philofophy ; he conceived the acknow- 
mM. 9 ledgment of any invariable laws incompatible with that naked 
tu- | charaéter of the human mind, which feemed neceflary to the 
ayS Ee perfeétion of his fyftem ; and was not atvare that fuch hypo- 
we §® thefis, in ftri&tnefs, required the deftruction of natural con- 
his §% fcience and moral perceptibility. The remarks of Dy. M. on 
ly, GRP this part of the fubject do not, however, go to the deltruc- 
nt. §RP tion, or even the depreciation of Locke’s Titer: They lead 
we Be toa diftin@ion between the principle of perception, and the 
of adlual perceptions ; a diitinétionto which Locke does not ap- 
le- EE pear to have paid fufficient, or even any attention, That the 
in Fe actual perceptions are acquired is indifputably true ; their exift- 
© encedepends upon the operation of external caufes. But it 
© will require more arguments than Locke has brought into the 
— (field, to convince us that there does not exift fome principle an- 
ia Ge tecedent to thefe impreffions, by which they are referred to ge- 
‘"S fe neral laws ; and, if fuch principle do exilt, the conclufion is 
vas eS obvious, But it is time that the Doétor fhould {peak for him- 
a. Be felf. 
of : In this fenfe only, I conceive, any thoughts or perception can 
Saad aid to be innare, viz, becaufe the powers or faculties of the mind 


I to 















































we 


oe 





- oe 
+ & 


2a 


‘MBs 


sew cull ac Beer, 


, 


ey Ps * 
~ Bs - 


fe 


pete? 


56 Morel?s Annotations upon Locke. 


to form fuch thoughts or perceptions are derived from the Author of 
‘Natire, operating upon it by nveefary caufes; but the aéual percep. 
tions or tho: ghts muft be owned to be ac wired’ becaufe thev proceed 
from caufes extraneous to the mind iff, and this | take to be all 
this author means, and therein [ believe no one will differ from him, 
But it is to be obferved on the other fide, that befides the natural ca. 
pacitics or powers of befeeiviog: aflir.ning, doubting, &c. with which 
every intelligent is born, it is born alfo with a zative aptnefs, inclina 
tion, or propenfity of forming fome thoughts rather than others ; of 
judging fome propofitions ¢rue rather than fale; fome actions good 
rather than éad ; and this without the help of any words or any seache 
xg. And fuch thoughts and propoftions we call innate or natural, 
though there be no fuch a¢iual thoughts or propofition born with the 
mind icelf, or which it brings into the world with it. So Tully, 
aking of felf-defence or felt-pretervation in favour of Milo fays, 
»ff hecnon fcripta, fednata lex; quam non didicimus, accepimus, le. 
gimus: verum ex xqturd ip{a arripuimus, haufimus, expreflimus: ad 
quam non dotti, fed facti; non inttitut, fed imbuti fumes,” P. 3. 


The obje€tions which Locke has urged, drawn from a want 


of uniformity in the opinions of men, muft carry with them | 


Inthe weight. For fuppoling, (which is the tact) that inankind 
were divided ‘upon the treatment of children, infomuch = that 
one nation fhould be found to cherifh, and another to deftroy 
them ; the queftion might after all be put, whether the prin- 
e:ple ineach be not uniform, nainely, a conformity to fome 
gencral rule. In the fame manner, the acknowledgment ofa 
Deity appears to be an untwerfal law. The perverfion of this 
princ iple in the different modes of applic: th mu, rather tends to 
confirm than todifprave the univerfaliry of this law : whichis 
to all the purpofes of reafoning, the fime in him who offers, 

as ufage dire€ts, a lamb to Jehovah, or an infant to Movoch, 

As to the objections grounded upen convenience, they make 
rather for, than againft the exiftence of certain innate princi- 


ples. 


© If convenience be fuch an infeparable and remarkable confequence 
of a obfervance of that rule, that the worft of men fee it is theif 
intereft to obferve it: this, one would think, was a good argument, 
that che connexion between the obfervance of that rule, and th: ut ef: 


fect of it, was namra/, and therefore defervedly reckoned a Jew of 
mature.’ . 6. 


And again, 


** The profitableneft of virtue rather proves it is innate, for where 
an effect is confanr, there the caufe is the Author of Nature. We do 
not preted that the laws of nature fo irr: fifibly operate as to make mea 
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wife and honeft againft their wills, but only incline them to be fuch, 
for their own intereft, fecurity, and happinefs, //ypocri/y proves that 
itis moft natural to be really good.’” P. 7. 


And in his further profecution of this queftion, 


« Forthe whole ftate of the quefticn is, not whether men can a& 
contrary to thefe primciples or not; for in that point there 1s no dif- 
pue: nor whether they be ftamped upon the fouls of all men as foon 
as they are united to their bodies; that is an idle thing to talk for or 
againft: but whether. human nature be not fo conftituted by the wife 
Author ot it, as to be mere inclined to the cbfervance of fome rules 
of action, tor the promoting their own, and the happinefs of man- 
kind, than the breach cf them; orin other words, whether all men, 
of any One man, is free from all fuje, of duty, and indifferent to all 
forts of acuiins? And I appeal to the ferfe of mankind, whether 
they donot feel, with'n themfelves, an ixclination to one, and wn ab- 
horrence to the other fort of a¢tions, fuch as are here inentioned ; and 
this adsorrence . call natural confcience, and is a demonftration, that 
we are all born with an inciination to the obfervance of thofe rules we 
call the laws of Nature.” P. 9. 


Locke, indeed, appears all along to. have confounded the 
principle with the idea annexed to it 5 and he has therefore 
concluded, that, as the zdea mult necellarily be acquired, the 
principle idelf cannot be original or wmate. It mult, how- 
ever, appear probable to any one, that a difpofition to prefer 
certain actions, and to receive in preference certain impreflions, 
may exilt antecedent to any ideas of thofe actions or imprel- 
fons, and, indeed, to judge either from the conduét of man- 
kind, or the rules of analogy, it appears as unnatural to fup- 
pofe that the moral principle thould be generated by sdas of 
virtue and vice, as that the fenfes of hearing and feeing thould 
be created by founds and colours. 

Dr. M.’s Annotations in Book I]. are numerous but con- 
cife. He animadverts with a confiderable portion of judg- 
ment upon the fleep of the foul, as contended for by Locke ¢ 
and renders the objeQions againtt its cogitative energies of very 
doubtful influence. We find in this arguinent of the annotator 
much to approve. The fuppofiticn which Locke indulges, of 
the foul’s inability to think without the full action of the ant- 
mat tunctions, is furely r pugnpant to the exaled fentiments we 
are taught to entertain of this fpiritual fubitance, Action is 
extraneous to matter, and it would be reducing the foul w a 
level with matter, to fuppofe, that the power of action was 
not in the number of its attributes ; yet fuch conclufion mult 
inevitably low tiom the fuppofed arreftation of the perceplive, 
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58 Merell’s Annotaticns upon Locke. 
by the fufpenfion of the anima/ powers. As to the objections 
drawn from the apparent void during-the long interval of fleep, 
they by no means deftroy the hypothelis of thought. Forgetful- 
ne{s of paft perceptions is no proof that we have not per- 
ceived ; and the exiltence of dreams will demonftrate at leaf 
that perception in fuch circumftances is not impoffible. 

Dr. M. objects, (P. 29.) to the term Privative caufe as 
employed by Locke in the 8th Chap. Book II. There is 
indeed an apparent contradiétion in the term; fince ever 
caufe, as the doctor properly obferves, muft be real, Locke 
appears defirous of conveying to the reader a diftinct perception 
of that clafs of ideas which arifes from a negation of the fubje 
that produced their oppofite, and therefore hazarded an 
expreffion, which, though it offers fome violation to language, 
is {triéthy in unifon with metaphyfical truth. In remarking 
upon memory (P. 34) Dr. M. adds to the helps to memory 
as laid down by Locke, viz. attention and repetition, Mk- 
THOD: and in treating of the differences between duration 
and expanfisn, which Locke has induced from their compa- 
rifon, Dr. M. has fuggetted (P. 40.) a third, viz. that 
duration is a mode, but expanfion fomething real. 

Dr. M. objects (P. 42) to the term negative, applied to 
idea, as he did before to privative applied to caufe. * What 
a negative idea is (fays he) or how part of an idea can be faid to 
be negative, is to me unintelligible. ” We do not however find 
equal difficulty with the learned dostor in comprehending the 
fenfe of a negative idea, nor in allowing the propriety of the 
term. Locke is contending, at the time in which he ules 
this expreilion, that infinity of {pace as it enters into our con- 

ceptron is progre/ively formed : the firft perception is of fome- 
thing great, which is pofitive; the fecond, in which the mind 
appears anxious to advance in its calculation, is of fomething 
definitively greater, which is comparative. The mind being 
now fuppofed to have arrived at the limit of a finite compre- 
“ ‘nfion, all which lies beyond, and on which it pretends to 

Ipeculate, is mmdefinite ; and the idea thus vaguely formed, is 
juttly termed megesive ; in as much as it conveys to the mind 
no other perception than a negation of all boundary, limit, and 
circumi{pection, 

The fanciful notion which Locke has ftarted in the roth 
Chap. Book IT. that thought is not effential to the foul, 
becaufe the degrees of intention and remiffion are various, and 
ellences are incapable of variation, is ably difputed by the 
learned annotator. We fhall give it in his own words. 
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ns « This is ipocions at firft view, but is indeed a very ya 
Ps argument, ant concludes different ways according to the. ifferent 
le acceptation of the word eflence. He grants that thinking As action, 
ms and fuppofes effence to be the internal unknown conititution of 
| things whereon their difcoverable qualities depend. Now that 
at thinking oraction, whichis a known property of the foul, fhould be 
the internal, unknown conftitution of the foul, is a contradiion, 

as and, proving the contrary, is proving what was never denied. But 
is this is not the genuine acceptation of the w *d eflence. (Vide infr. 
ry p44. § 6.) From whence we may fee the fallacy of Mr. Locke's 
ce argument. He makes eflence the internal, unknown conftitution of 
om ( things; and becaufe it is contradictory that thought fhould be of the 
& BB effence of the foul in this fenfe, he infers itis not of the eflence of the 
in foul in the other fenfe, i.e. fo as to be infeparable from it; but that 
. thought is eflential to the foul, in the laft fenfe, may be thus proved. 
pe It mult be eflential to one of the two fubftances, 1. e. either to mat- 
'® BS ter or fpirit; otherwife the higheft perfeétion in nature mult be 
TY © merely cafual, or aa extraneous accident in the univerfe, but it can 
t- © neither be eflential to matter, nor accidental. (Vide infr.' p. 140.) 
on ES Ergo, it muft be effential to fpirit, or fuch a property which cannot 
a- © be feparated from it without deftroying its nature. Or if thinking 
at [i is eflential neither to body or foul, how come we at all to think ? 
© lsitby mere accident? Jf fo, it is poffible the foul fhould never 

to fe think. If it be faid the foul lays down and takes up thinking at 
at pleafure, (by its own power, &c.) it is a dire& contraciction. If 


“ et Fags %, 


iw the foul pleafes to take up thinking after intermiflion, it muft be 
in previoully thoughtful: if it be faid to ftand in need of fome external 
a & principle to bring back thought to it, this 1s to own that it would 


1 §) never think again of itfelf, but be a dead inattive fubftance, unlefs 
1© & relftored by fome external being. And the argument muft come to 
e$ (ye this on Mr. Locke’s hypothefis, if the foul were for any the lealt 
n- time without thought. ‘The power of thinking in a fubitance once 
e- ff) dead, cannot be conceived, becaufe it is contradictory. Life itfelf 
vl |e Confifts in being percipient, in this we are neceflary, and if we are 
ce Percipient, we muft have perceptions by the terms: thus it is very 
io conceivable, that the foul fhould remit its activity in thinking 
se en all degrees, till at length it can remit no farther, and finds 
: ; 

3 idelf neceflary in having fome perception or other.” P. 43. 

is Me. Dr. M. denies (P. 46) that power is an idea. The fame 
d & he contends of number, pain, and pleafure, in their refpective 


places; and he urges as a reafon for refuling this denomina- 
tion to the firlt of thefe, that ‘ it is a mame given toa mode 
of conception, which is formed in our minds upon the mutual 
| ‘lation of fubftances, and their operations upon one another.” 
d fa Wecannot however difcover fofficient reafon in this definition 
1c ime for admitting the doGor’s objection, which would, in our judg- 

Ment, Operate equally again{t many other modes which have as 

imple an origin, and whofe title to the diftin@ion of ideas is 
rm held legitimate by the doétor himfelf, 
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€6o MorehL’s Annctations upon Lecke. 


The long and intricate chapter on Power occupies a large 
portion of this annotator’s pains, and we are of opinion, that 
many parts of this chapter are purged of their difficulties, or 
expoted in their contradictions, by the Scholium of Dr. M. 
‘The amount of the whole upon his expofition, feems to be 
thatthe mind poflelles a ftate of indifference or fufpenfion pre- 
stous tothe adt of determination, and in this confilis its liberty. 
Al} that tullows ake i nination, proceeds of neceffity, and in- 
dicates in the ftronve(t manner the ticedom of acting without 
ceflraint from exiernal caufes. This c mya: ibility of free 
deliberation, with ne éffury Agency, IS Very well explain ed by 


, ayer 
Our at! i ¢ 


** For fince the freedom of an aflion confifts in that lively fenfe 
and conviétion ot the gocdneis of it, and that ardor, and impetus, 
and tendency ct the mind to it, with waich it is performed; and 
finace we always act with this difpefition of mind when we att upon 
the reat of our reafons and judgeinents: though we be nece fitated 
alwary: to act acc rding to this re ult, we are nevertie lels fr-e 1 our 
a¢tions; becaufe they would ilill be rmed wich that ditpotition 
of mind in wich freedom contifted; whereas, on the contiaryv, if we 
were pertect'y madifferent after the ove dcterminations of cur 
minds, if the fente and conviction otf the goodneis of an action, the 
con{equent arcour and tendency of the mird to it, dia net always 
carry us to adi, mt isevident the externa! caufe fomet mes mutt do it; 
and we thocld bel able to be determined by them, whichis a flavery 


and tubjection to duch cautes. So that we fee that a necefiat y com- 
pli. ince with the dictates « f our ma is notonly crAfent With sreedomy 
but 15 the m. 4M prevervalive ane fecur ly ow” ' F. 5 3. 


Or. M.'s tt (P 6c) upon Locke's afcribing mobi- 
lity an a/ PANE ft nf to Sody and {pirit, are Well foun ded ; > and 
his obfervations upon caule and effcct, upon identity anal di- 
verily, are Mihtite and pura rOUs ” tre ating q! the Princi- 
pium Indiwiduationis, he indulees an opinion which has at 
Jeailthe merit of an ingenious ena 


« What is the Pr: t Ind. ? Or whatis it that makes any 
one thing the fame as 1t wa ; foe time bettors? ‘lhis is too large 
and laborious an enguiry to dwell upon here, yet I cannot forbear 
mentioning this hint, viz. fince our own bodies mutt rife at the lait 
dav, &c. there may be perhaps fome orseinal § res of cach haman 
pried: fome flamina vite or p m2 elk leeds of life, which may have 


pem al aed unchanged u ourn all the Rage s of life, de: ith, and the 
grav C5 ; the te ™ iy become the (pring Ss and Pp rin cip les of a rejurrec- 
tion and futnen neto denominate it the -Aocy. But ifthere be any 
fuch conitant and vital atoms which Bieroth every human body. 


they are Known to God only.” P. 64. 
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The limits of our plan will not allow us to purfue our ob- 
fervations through the two following books. We fhall con- 
tent ourfelves with remarking, that, on moit points which 
come under his difcuffion, the learned annotator comments 
with confiderable ability. His reafonings are uniformly vigo- 
rous, concife, and perfpicuous. On the fubjeét of effences he ts 
particularly happy ; and on the abufe of words, he paints out 
a fimilar error into which Locke himfelf has fallen, by the 
frequent ufe of the term sea. 

Upon the whole, we have perufed with much fatisfaction 
this pofthumous fragment, which (due allowance being made 
for its brevity, and the circum{tances under which it was pro- 
bably written) docs credit to the abilities of the learned author, 
and forms a ufeful commentary upon the very able, yet not 
faultlefs, Treatife on the Human Underftanding. 


ow 
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Art. XII. Chalmers’s Life of Thomas Ruddiman. 





( Concluded from our laft, Vol. 111. p. 616. J 


iy reviewing this pleafing work, we are {truck with the no- 
v-ity of the intelligence in it, and wilh to communicate the 
impreffion to our readers. We {hall therefore lay before them 
immediately Mr. Chalmers’s Origin of News-papers in Eng- 
land ; a point never invelligated with attention before, but now 
laid open with a fulnefs that docs credit to the author's diligence, 
and with an accuracy that does honour to hs judgment. 


** After inquiring in various countries forthe origin of news-papers, 
I had the fatisfaction to find what I forght for in England. Ie 
may gratify our national pride to be told, that mankind are ine 
debted to the wifdom of Elizabeth, and the prudence of Burleigh, 
for the firft news-paper. The epoch ot the Spanith Armada is alfo 
the epoch of a genuine news-paper. In the Britifh Mufeum there 
are feveral news-papers, which had been printed while the Spanith 
fleet was in the Englifh channel, during the year 1588*. ? was 
a wile policy, to prevent, during a moment of general anxiety, 
the danger of falfe reports, by publithing real information. And 
the earlieft news-paper is entitled THe Encuish Mercurirt, 





** ® Sloan. MSS. No. 4105.” 

+ This title was taken equally, as appears in p. 104 here, by the 
work Gallo-Belgicus, which was entitled ** Mercurius Gallo-Belgicus,”” 
and the firit voluine of which was printed at Cologne, in 1598, like 
fome of our country news-papers at prefent, with a wooden cut of 
Mercury Randing ov a globe, and bearing his ufual enfigns. Rev. 
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which by auth rity “« was imprinted, at London, by Chriftophe? 
Barker, her Highnefs’s printer, 1588 * 

‘* Burleigh’s news-papers were all a Gazettes, which 
were publifhed from time to time, as that profound  ftatefman 
wilhed, ether to inform or to terrify the people. ‘The Mercuries 
were probably firft printed in April 1588, when the Armada approach. 
ed the fhores of England, After the Spanith thips had been difperfed 
by awonderful exertion of prudence and fpirit, thefe £xiraordinay 
Gazettes very feldom appeared. The Mercurie, No. 54, which 1s 
dated on Monday, November the 24th, 1588, informed the public 
that the folemn thankfgiving for the fucceffes which had been 
obtained againft the Spanith Armada, was this day ftritly obferved, 
‘This number contains alfo an article of news from Madrid, which 
{peaks of putting the queen to death, and of the initruments of 
torture that we re on board the Spanifh fleet. We may fuppofe that 
fuch paragraphs were defigned by the policy of Burleigh, who 
under(tood all the artifices of printing, to excite the terrofs of the 
Englifh people, to point their refentment againtt Spain, and to 
inflame their love for klizaheth.” 

** Yet are we told, that polts gave rife to weekly news- papers, 
avbich are likewife a French invention. The inventor was Theo- 
phratt Renaudot, a phyfician, who, laying his fcheme before car- 
dinal Rich licu, obtained from him a patent for The Paris Gazette, 
which was firit pub lithed in April 1631. ‘Thus would confident igno- 
rance transfer this invention, which ts fo ufefully advantageous to 
the governors and the governed, from the Englith Burleigh, to the 
French Richlieu. ‘The dates demonitrate, that the pleafures and 
the benefits of a news-paper were enjoyed in England more than 
forty years before the eltablifhment of the Paris Gazette by Renau- 
dot in brance. And the Exel Mercurie will remain an incontetti- 


a ee a -_ - - ee 





«« ® The firft news-paper which is preferved in this collection, 18 
No. so, and is in Roman, not in Black letter. It contains the 
ulual articles of news, like the London Gazette of the prefent day. 
In that curious paper there are news, dated from Whitehall, on the 
23d of July 1588. Under the date of July the 26th, there is the 
following notice: ‘** Yetterday the Scots ambaflador being intro- 
duced by Sir Francis Walfingham, had a private audience of het 
Majefly, to whom he delivered a letter from the king his mafter; 
containing the mott cordial affurances of his refolution to adhere 
to her Majetly’s interefts, and to thofe of the Proteftant religion. 
And it mav not here be improper to take notice of a wife and 
{pirited faying of this young prince [he was twenty-two] to the 
gueen’s miniiter at bis court, viz. That all the favour he did ex 
oo" from the Spaniards, was the courtefy of Polypheme to Ulyt 
fes, 70 be the laf? devoured.” 1 defy the Gazetteer of the vache 
day to give a more decorous account of the introdu€ion olf 4 


foreign minifter. The aptnefs of King James's clatieal fayings § 


carned it from the new $-paper into hiftory.” 
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ble proof of the exiftence of a news-paper in England, at an epoch 
when no other nation can boaft a vehicle of news of a fimilar 
kind.” P. 106. 


Mr. Chalmers having thus eftablifhed the origin of news- 
papers in England, purfues the hiftory of them with a pleni- 
tude of information, that we can neither abridge nor repeat, 
to the period of rebellion and civil war, in the laft century. 


*“Ttis aremarkable fact,” he then adds, “ which hiftory was either too 

idle to afcertain, or too much afhamed to relate, that the arms of Crom- 
well communicated to Scotland, with other benefits, the firft news- 
paper, which had ever illuminated the gloom, or difpelled the fanaticifm, 
of the North. Each army carried its own printer with it, expect- 
ing either to convince by its reafonings, or to delude by its falfe- 
hood. King Charles carried Robert Barker with him to New- 
caftle, in 1639; and General Cromwell conveyed Chriftopher 
Higgias to Leith, in 1652. When Cromwell had here eftablithed 
a citadel, Higgins 5 poe ee in November 1652, what had been 
already publifhed at London, 4 Diurnal of /ome Pafages and Affairs, 
for the information of the Englifh foldiers.” p.117. But, ** onthe 31ft 
of December, 1660, appeared at Edinburgh Meacvaius CaLe- 
DONIUS, comprifing the affairs in agitation in Scotland, with a Jurvey 
of foreign intelligence.” "Vhus ** Scotland was to enjoy the luxury of 
a news-paper, which was of Scottifh manufacture.” Yet it only 
continued for ‘* ten numbers, which were very loyal, very illiterate, 
and very affected.” By this failure, ‘* there was not a news-paper 
printed in Scotland at the xra of the Revolution. The few had 
doubtlefs inftru@ed themfelves, during feveral years, from the 
London Gazette; and the many had been too bufy, during the late 
times, with the affairs of the other world, to be very anxious about 
the events of this;” even “ ten years elapfed” after the Revolu- 
tion, “* before it was deemed fafe by the public, or advantageous by 
an individual, to print a news-paper, The EpinpurGH Ga- 
ZETTE was at length publifhed by authority, in February 1699, 
by James Watfon.” The property of this was fold by Watfon in 
July 1699, and in February 1705, he fet up the Edinburgh Courant; 
fold that, and in September 1705 publifhed the Scots Courant. ‘* At 
the epoch of the Union, Scotland had thus fucceflively acquired 
three news-papers, which were all publifhed at Edinburgh.” And 
as Mr. Chalmers clofes his very curious hiftory of news-papers, ** we 
have in this manner been led forward, while we left Ruddiman cn- 
gaged in his philofophical labours, to the epoch in his life, of the 
eilablifhment of the CaLepontan Mercury, which he was 
firit to print, and afterwards to own.” P, 122. 


_ But, before we leave this fubjec entirely, let us obferve 
from other paffages in Mr. Chalmers’s works, that the firft 
Private, not royal newfpaper, ‘in London, began in Auguit 
1622, and was a weekly one ; that this was foon followed by 

others, 
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others, under the title of Weekly Currantocs ; that, in the civil 
wars, the Diurnal, and variwus Mercuries came forth 5 that 
the fe were increafed in number, during the reigns of Charles 
and Jumes the 2d; that in February 1696, the coffee-houfes 
of London, exclufive of the votes of parliament every day, 
had mine news-papers every week; that, in the reign of Quecn 
Anne, London firit * enjoyed the luxury of a news-paper 
** every day; that, in 17< 9 there was ove daily paper, and 
eventeen other papers ; that, in 1724 three daily papers were 
publithed, and efghicen other papers ; that, in 1753 the num- 
ber of news-papers fold in all England, according to an ave- 
sage of three years preceding : was 7041157573 ‘that, at the 
clofe of the late reign in 1760, it was 9,404,790 5 that, in 
1740, it was 14,035,629 3 In £791, Was 14,794.153 5 and 
in 1792, was 15,005,760. This forms fuch a phoenomenon 
of curiofity political and literary, of riches univertally ditfufed, 
and of enquiry ew aay awake, as has not been paralelled 
in any other part of the world. 

We cannot follaw Mr. Chalmers through a variety of other 
notices, equally new and pleafing, concerning Anderfon, 
» Goodall, Lauder, Benfon, Mr. Bofwell, &c. For the fake of out 
readers, we with we could. But we mutt turn to his conclufon, 
and fee what are promifed in the utle page, * New Anecdotes 
of Buchanan.” Mr. Cha!mers was called upon in Lord Gar- 
denftone’s Mifcellanies, 1792, in a manner peculiarly injudt- 
cious, to remember in his future publication the behaviour of 
Rnddiman towards Puchanan. Mr. Chalmers replies in a 
trong manner, and fhows Ruddiman’s cenfure of Bue 
ehanan tohare been rather below, than above, the line of truth. 


* Ruddiman, in 1749, fays Mr. Chalmers, publifhed the « Letter 
a Privy Seal, whereby Queen Mary conferred on ** Maifter George 
Puc hquhanan, for all the dayis of his liffe, an zeirlie penfioune of 
five hundred pundis, ufual money of this realme.’” Yet our wns 
ter of Memoirs now comes forward with a happy mixture of ig- 
norance and fophiftry, to infift that Mary never granted a penfion 
» Bochanan; that it was impofible the fuperftitious Mary evet 
would pre fer an apattle of rebellion as a penhoner; that, of con- 
fequence, the charge of perfonal ingratitude to his Sovercign is une 
founded. The fi phi ter defignedly turns his face from the Let 
ter of Privy Seal, which dementtrates that the Queen gave the ape 
file a penfion on the oth of October, 1564: He therefore, argas 
agninl the fact, and he attempts to lead his readers into a wilde 
nefs of fophiims, that they may not behold the recor p of Bucha- 
man’s conviction. ‘The ap file did not apoflatize till Mary had 
no longer any penfion to give. 
With ge nuine con! iftency our Memoir-writer neverthelefs infitts 
that Murray may have advifed this act of munificence, though 
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Marv conferred it. We have however, the evidence of a record that 
the Queen gave the penfion ; but there is no proof that the Minifter 
advifed it, Randolph, the friend of Buchanan, and the enemy of 
Mary, who was a witnefs of her bounty, informed Cecil; that she 
Queen had given Buchanan the temporalities of Corfragwell, If 
then the requital of evil for good be the definition of ingratitude, 
jt is demonttrated, that Buchanan, who wrote the Detection of Mary's 
Doings, was guilty of perfonal ingratitude to his beneficent Sovereign. 
I have ftated all thefe points in dire€t anfwer to the before-men- 
tioned call; in order to thew that Ruddiman was right, and that his 
detractor is wrong. P. 297. 


To what extreme this ingratitude’ extended, is the next 
point. Ruddimanhad objected, under the provocation of re- 
peated attacks, what every honeft and knowing man mult ob- 
ject, that Buchanan had united with others at York if De- 
cember, 1568, to declare upon his and their honours and con- 
{cience, not that they delieved the letters to Bothwell to be her 
hand-writing, but that the letters undoubtedly were. Some of 
them fwore to this, and Buchanan juftified what they had 
{worn. 

« When, we recollect,” fays Mr. Chalmers, ‘* how clearly thofe 
letters and fonnets have been proved to be forgeries, it is impoffible to 
read that afidavit without abhorrence. —Yet the Memoir-writer feels 
no indignation at the perjury, which had provoked the contemptu - 
ous cenfure of Ruddiman. He fays with gfeat coolnefs that the 
ground of abjection to fuch frwearing is ridiculous. He tells truly, that 
the evidence arifing ex comparatione literarum, is known to every 
mortal, And he afferts hiftorically what is not to be credited, shat 
fuch oaths are adminiflered every day in our Courts of Juftice. But, 


«¢ Judicium reddit verum narratio vera.” 


The objection is not to the legality or to the mode of the 
proof; the objection is notto Murray and his colleagues as competent 
witneffes, to prove the fimilarity of Mary’s writing: but the objec- 
tion is, that when the witneffes gave their teftimony, they were politive 
that the letters were undoubtedly Mary’s, though they had not feen 
her write them, though they could not know fhe had written them: 
they {wear pofitively that to be true which they knew. to be abfolutely 
fale. ‘Thus have 1 once more fhewn, that Ruddiman was right, and 
that his detra¢tor is wrong.” 

« But,” fays the writer of his Memoirs, «¢ Buchanan did not forge 
the /etvers, for the fabrication of them was the fole contrivance of 
Maitland, as Mr. Whitaker has fhewn. -He might have alfo added 
that Mr, Whitaker has equally proved, by ftrong circumftances, that 
Buchanan forged the ballads. Now, according to the legal rea. 
foner, Buchanan was not guilty of forgery, for he did not forge 
the bond, he only forged the bank-note—Mr. Whitaker has 
evinced, that Buchanan publifhed a fabricated, in place of a genuine 
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letter of the Earl of Lenox, the father of Darnley. By eontraf. 
ing the real with the fiftitious letter, Mr. Whitaker made the fi. 
brication apparent to the dimmeft eye: and in this fgtistattory 
mannet was the forgery fixed upon Buchanan, fo as to ftrike the 
dulleft undefftanding.” P. 302. 


We thould thus take our leave of the work, but think it 
t€quilite to quote one point more in Mr. Chalmers's vindica- 
tion of Ruddiman. 


* Tt was, perhaps, Ruddiman’s reputation for Jacobitifm, which 
™ ‘dtaed Mr. John Pinkerton to publifh in one of his books the fol- 
** lowing charge of uncommon Jacobitifn.” 

The tale is too ridiculons in itfelf, and too plainly refuted 
by Mr. Chalmers, to be repeated here. Nor would it have been 
thought worthy of any refutation, we fuppofe, a aintt Mr. 
Pinkerton, who has confefled himfelf guilty of a fraud upon 
the public, in publifhing profeffedly as an ancient poem, as 3 
poem popular and familiar in a part of the Scoteh Lowlands, 
what he has fince owned he wrote himfelf ; had he rot al- 
ledged the authority of Dr. Stuart for the tale. But “ fuch 
was Gilbert Stuart’s laxity of principle, as a man, that he 
confidered ingratitude as one of the moft venial of fins.— 
Such was his conceit as a writer, that he regarded no one’s 
merits but his own. Such were his difappointments, both 
as a writer and as a man, that he allowed his peevilhnefs to 
four into malice, and indulged tis malevolence till it fet- 
tled in corruption. Forgetting that his family owed. fa 
vours to Ruddiman, Gilbert Stuart became habitually aétive 
in repaying obligations with injuries. He firft attempted to 
detract from Ruddiman’s reputation as a fcholar, and after- 
wards laboured to ruin his character as a man. Withthe 
mean defign of gaining thefe malicious obje&s, he made 
Mr. Pinkerton the dupe of his proiligacy, who liftened 
with open ears to the improbable fallehood, which with 
ready pen he haftened to divulge to the world, without en- 
guising much about its origin, or caring tittle about its end.” 
P. 290. 

But we muft now withdraw our hand from this article ; not 
need we to add more to what we have faid, than what the ex- 
tracts themfelves, thofe beft witneiles of merit or demerit in 
every work, have already fpoken (we are fure) with a loud 
vi nice to our readers ; that ‘the whole work is fingularly re- 
pr te with intelligence of anuncommon kind, is judicioufly 

anned, and is ably executed. 
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POETRY, 


Art.13. The Village Rambler, a Topographical and Sentimental Ex- 
curfion, defcriptive of the Town and Vicinity of Gainfoorough, filuate 
on the Banks of the River Trent, in the parts of Lindfey and County of 
Lincoln, 8vo. 6d. Gainfborough : Printed by Mofley and Co. for the 
Author. 1794. 


There are writers who think that lines printed of a certain length, 
as they /oot like poetry, muft be poetical, and if they are not profey 
mutt be received as ver/e. Of tinis clafs is the Village Rambler. 

What does the reader think of the following ? 


* Good water there is by an engine thrown 

Thro’ leaden pipes to ferve our num’rous friends, 
Facept hard frotts its ready courfe obftru@, _ 

In which white fhrimps are fometimeés {een to fwim, 
Playful, yet harmlefs ; living free and long,” &c. &¢. 


Art. 14. The Poetical Farrago; beinga Mifcellaneous Afemblage of 
Epigrams and other feux d’E/prits felected from the mo approved W ris 
ters, 12zmo. 2vol. 7s. 6d. Deighton. 1794. 


Thefe are very elegant and very entertaining volumes. The (- 
lection is made with judgment, and though the whole have ptobably in 
various publecations been already printed, many are new, to us— 
We were amufed by the following ; 


BY AARON HILL. 


«¢ Whig and Tory fcratch and bite, 
Juit as hungry dogs we fee ; 

Tofs a bone 'twixt two, they fight— 
Throw a couple they agree,”’ 


ROCHESTER’S GRACE AT A MISER'S TABLE. 


‘* Thanks for this miracle—it is no lefs 

‘Than manna dropping in the Wilderncefs. 
Chimnies have {mok’d that never {mok'd before, 
And we have din’d where we fhall dine no more,” 


BY MR. POPE. 


‘ My Lord complains that Pope, ftark mad with gardens, 
Has lopped three trees the value cf three farthings. 
F 2 Bot 
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«* But he’s my neighhour,” cries the Peer polite, 
© And if be'll viftt me V’ll wave my right.” 

. * What ; on compulfion, and againft my will! 
** A Lord’s acquaintance !—Iet him file his bill.” 


Art.1s. The Solitary’ Frenchman, on the Banks of the Thames, to @ 
Friend in Switzerland. Tranflated “by the Reverend Fobn Gregg. 
8vo. 1s. 6d. London: Debrett. 1794. 


A whimfical ste LS tN to many Sub/cribers for the delay of - 


publifhinyg this Zizzle work. Our readers will probably think, from 
the following fpecimen, that the delay was of no great injury to the 
faidfabicribers :— 


«« There, O my King, thy lowly eyes behold 

The diadem profan’d—curfes thy head infold ; 

The fallen di’dem would a eter greet, 

Torn from thy front, e’en mourn’d at thy fon’s feet,” &c. 


Art. 16. The S-weets:end Sorrows of “Love. 4to. 25. 6d, 
Lackington. 1794. 


We cannot refift the’ inclination we have to freat our readers with 
the Preface to the Savects and Sorrows of Love, and therather, as it fu- 
perfedes the heceflity df criticifm. 

** Buy then, ye Critics, and tear them in pieces.—I’ll fmile and 
fupply you with more.—For not the head, but the heart ; not ‘the 
ftern folidity of the hiftorian, but the artlefs. fimplicity of the lover, 
do I flatter myfelf by any of the following unlaboured verfes to 
pleafe.—Alas! how few fuch readers they can haye !” 

Readers, will you have any of the poetry ?—~You fhall, 


EXCUSE FOR NOT SPEAKING, 


** I’m dumb before thee from excefs of love, 
Becaufe my tofigue cannot exprefs 

The crowd of ‘thoughts that from my heart upmove, 
The paflage ftop, and fo my fpeech fupprefs.”’ 


Arr.17. Poete Sententiofi. Latini, Publius Syrus, C. D. Laberius, L. 
A. Seneca, Dionyfius, Cato, nec non ex Aufonio ditta Sapieutum Septem 
Graecorum infiruente Jacobo Elphinjlonio Britanno. 12zmo. Londini: 
Richardfon. 


Mr. Elphinfton, who is already well known to the public, has added 
to this edition of the-Latin Sententious Poets, a tranflation in his own 
peculiar mode of —s Englifh, that “is, according to its fami- 
liar pronunciation. Perhaps we fuiliciently difcharge our duay by fub- 
joining the following fpecimens of Mr. Elphinfton’s manner : 


SYRUS DE TEMPERANTIA,. 


Bis vincit, qui fe vincit in victoria, 
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MR. ELPHINSTON'S TRANSLATION, 


Him twice a viétor hails dhe Muze, 
Himfelf victorious hoo fubdues. 


Ignofcito fepe alteri nunquam tibi. 


-Anioddher dhou muft oft forguif, 
Dhyfelf not wonce hwile dhou fhalt liv. 


DRAMATIC. . 


Art. 18 The Siege of Meaux, a Ti ragedy, in three A@s 3 as it is 
performed at the Theatre-Royal in Covent-Garden, by Henry Fames 
Pye. 8vo. 18, 6d. G. Nicol, 1794. 


« After the battle of Poi€tiers, more than an hundred thoufand pea- 
fants refolved to extirpate the nobility, ravaged their eftates, burned 
their houfes, and without diftin¢tion of age or fex, treated all of that 
order whom they could feize with the moft brutal and favage bar- 
barity. | “* ' 

The Duchefs of Normandy, the Duchefs of Orleans, and three 
hundred ladies, married and fingle were atiMeaux, with the Duke of 
Orleans. Several detachments of this furious rabble, jomed by others 
érom Paris and its environs, thought themfelves certain of dividing 
this prey. The inhabitants had opened the gates, and in conjunction 
with the rebels, had reduced the ladies to the neceflity of raw 
themfelves in a place called Le Marché de Meaux, a poft feparate 
from the reft of the town by the River Marne. The Semele Was ex- 
treme, There was no excefs of brutality which might fot be expect- 
ed from thefe unbridled hordes. ‘The Count de Foix, and the i 
de Buche, who, during this eveat, avere returning from the Pruffian 
Crufade, heard of their diftrefs at Chalons. Though with an .incon- 
fiderable force, they immediately refolved to join the {mall party who 
defended the fortrefs of eaux, -.The honour of the ladies neither 
fuffered the Count de Foix to reflect on the danger or the Captal de 
Buche to remember that. he was an Englifhman. He eagerly availed 
himfelf of the liberty which a truce between France and England af- 
forded him, of following fentiments more facred in the breaft of a 
knight than national animofity. They threw themfelves into the place 
where our brave knights and their followers had no other apparent re- 
fource than inevitable death, nor any other rampart to oppofe the re- 
bels than the banners of the Duke of Orleans and the Count de Foix 
aod the pennon of the Captal de Buche, ‘They ordered the gates to 
be opened, and marched refolutely againft the enemy. At this fight 
the infurgents were feized with terror, the knights cut through their 
broken ranks, killed 7000, and returned triumphant to the ladies.” 
_ This is afpirited compofition, but will probably rather fatisfy the 
jadgment of the reader in the clofet, than intereft the paffions by its 
exhibition in the Theatre, . . 
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Arr. 19. The Siege of Berwick, a Tr « By Mr. Ferniacha 
As performed at the ia Royal, Cone Be ty Pb is. 64, 
Robinfons, 1794. 


‘The following advertifement informs the reader of the fubject of 
this tragedy. 

** In the reign of Edward the Third, Sir Alexander Seaton refufed 
to furrender the town of Berwick even at the peril of lofing his two 
fons, who being taken prifoners in a fally, were threatened with imme- 
diate death unleis the town was delivered up.” 

The tragedy confitts of four aéts only, and, though not a ftanding 
play inthe books of the Theatre, was not without its portion of fuc- 
cefs. Mr. Jerningham’s character as a Poet is fuificiently eftablithed, 


yet we are compelled to fay, that in this tragedy many very profaic 
pines occur. ri 


P. 28. Still more bitter by the infufions of reproach. 
' gt. Decide of two affeClicnate and duteous 
Children, which, &c. 
33- ‘To confer alone, that free from all reftraint. 


Some lines are defective, as 
P. 41. ‘Reach my children that the tyrant may. 


Mr. Jerningham has often written better things, and, doubrlefs, will 
again. | 


NOVELS. 


Art. 20. Things As They Are; or, the Adventures of Caleb Williamy 
By Wiliam Godwin. In 3 Vols. 12mo. gs. Crofby. 1794. . 


This piece isa ftriking example of the evil ufe which may be made 
of confiderable talents, connected with fuch adegree of intrepidity as 
can infpire the author with refolution to attack religion, virtue, 
vernment, laws, and above all, the defire (hitherto accounted laudable) 
of leaving a good name to pofterity. aie 

In this extraordinary performance, every L were isa hard-heart- 
éd affaffin, or a prejudiced tyrant; every Judge is unjuft, every Juftice 
corrupt and blind. Sentiments of refpect to Chriftianity are given 
only to the vileft wretch in the book; while the moft refpettable 
fon in the drama abhors the idea of “ fhackling his expiring friend 
with the fetters of fuperftition.” 
* In orde? to render the laws of his country odious, the author places 
an innotent prifonér, whofe ftory he (avowedly) takes from the New- 
gate Calendar of the firlt George’s reign, in adungeon; the wretched, 
unhealthy ftute of which he tteals (as avowedly) from one of the bene: 
volent Howard's painful defcriptions of a worfe gaol than’ commom: 
We will only add, chat the’ charaéter, on which the’ author feems to 
dwell with mioft pleafure, is that of a leader of robbers, one who dwells 
in a ruinous retreat; and difpatches felons and ‘murderers, in parties, 
around the country. ** mK i 
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When a work is fo direflly pointed at every band ‘which conneéts 
fociety, and at every principle whieh renders it amiable, its very me- 
tits become noxious as they tend to caufe its being known | in a wider 
circle, 


Ant. 21. The Adventures of Hugh Trever. By Thomas Holcroft. 
12mo. 3 Vols. 10s. 6d. Shepperfon. 1794. 


It has often been faid, that the beft writers are apt to range them- 
felves on the fide of Oppofition in politics, At prefent we are forty 
to remark, that the oppofition to revealed religion and to civil fociety 
can boaft of two very amufing mat RIERA. its advocates. The ftrice 
tures, indeed, which we have made on_ the essay, ae will, with 
avery little alteration, ferve to denote our opinion of the Adventures of 
Hugh Trevor ; who, like the ill-fated Caleb Williams, meets with 
brutality and infolence in every Clergyman, from the Curate to Ya 
Bithop, and injuftice, coupled with want of humanity, in every pe 
whofe ftation is fuperior to his own. Different provinces feem, how- 
ever, to have been undertaken by Mefirs. Godwin and Holcroft, in 
their joint attack on all that mankind have been ufed to term 
and laudable. As the former has ridiculed honour, and the love of 

ftanding well in the opinion of mankind, the /et/er levels his fatiré 
chiefly at Univerfity difcipline, and at matrimony. We agree with 
the author, that thofe objects of his averfion, ‘are each (in fome de- 
tec) fetters on what he calls the Rights, we, the wild Liberty,. of 
an, But as he has offered no fubititute for either, we apprehend 
that his reafoning on both fubjects, particularly the latter, will, by 
no means, tend to the itnprovement of either man or woman. kind ; 
and that the length of the tale (for thefe three volumes are only the be. 
ginning of Trevot’s forrows) is the only chance it has of not render. 
lng its writer anfwerable for a great deal of mifchief, 


MEDICINE, 


Art. 22. Pharmacopeia Chirurgica ; or Formule for the Ufe of Sur- 
5 Sit, including, among a Varicty of Remedies adopted in the private 
ractice of the moft eminent of the Profeffion, all the principal Formu- 

le of the different Hofpital;. 28.64. Robinfons. 1794. 


Thedeficiency of former Pharmacopozias in remedies for the parti- 
cular ufe of the Surgical practitioner, is what every Medical man will 
allow : to fupply this; the author (Mr. Houlfton) informs us, is the in- 
tention of the prefent work. We here find a very — collection 
of a great part of the Formulz of private prattice, and of the London 
Hofpitals, arranged alphabetically with obfervations upon each. The. 
utlity of a work of die kind is fafficiently obvious, but that our 
readers may form a better judgment of the authos’s method, we in- 
fert the following fpecimen. | 


“* Linimentum olearum 
Fx olei olivz unc. ifs 
Aque calcis une. iij. mifce,” 


* This 
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«¢ This is cneof the formulz of Guy’s, and has indeed been ufed 
in all the London Hofpitals, as a Felbed y for btrns and f{ealds. Inthe 
former, however, it is much more fuitable than in the latter, which are 
more conveniently and effectually relieved by the repeated effufion of 
cold lotions, or if practicable by a continual immerfion of the part in 
cold water alone, Inburns, where the fkin is fcorched and deftroyed, 
the foftening qualities of this remedy e highly ufeful,: This li, 
niment was originally prepared with liniced oil, but certainly with le 
propriety, as it poflefles fome ftimulatory properties,” 





POLITICS, 
Art: 23. Antipolemus ; or, the Plea of Reafon, Religion, and Huma: 


wity, againfiWer. A Fragment, tranflated from Erafmus, and ad,’ 


dreffed to dggreffors. S8vo. 183 pp. 38. Od. Dilly, 1794. 


This treatife upon War, now given to the public in an Englith 
~ drefs, ftands inthe original among thofe lucubrations which Erafmus, 
occafionally produced: under the titles of his Adagia ; and compofe one 
complete folio in the Leyden edition of his works. The tranflator 
has prefixed to it a name which it never bore, but which, as well for 
the reafons affigned by himfelf, as for that, which though not afligned, 
is fufficiently difcernible, namely, difapprobation of the prefent 
war, is not improperly beftowed upon it, ) 
A Preface of 44 pages announces to the world the reafons which ins 
duced the writer to tear from its fhelf a treatife, which has enjoyed a 
flumnber of near three hundred years. 


We lament, as ferioufly as this writer can do, the continuance of : 


wars in a period which fhould have appeared fufficiently: enlightened 
to avoid them ; yet, alas! in doing this, we are but lamenting-the 
continuance of thofe violent and malignant paflions which embroil fo- 
ciety, and cal] into the field, the beft of men and the pureft of Chrif- 


tians, for the very neceflary purpofes of national defence. With ree ’ 


{pect to the fragment itfelf, which forms the body of the pamphlet, it 

ands fufficiently recommended by the namie of its illuftrious author, 
The tranflation is (fo far as we have had opportunities of comparing it 
with the original) faithful ; and if it depart in any inftances from the 


letter, it uniformly preferves the fpirit of Erafmus.. The very nume- . 


rous italics and capitals with which the pages are crowded, may ferve 
the purpofes of party zeal, bat they certainly contribute no beauty to 
the text, nor do they convey the moft favourable impreffions to the 
mind of the reader, 


The tranflator affures us, that in bringing forward the prefent tract, « 


he has been a€tuated by the beft of motives. 
«* | am one,” fays he, ** whothinks in the fincerity of his foul, 


that reafonable creatures ought always to be coerced, when they err, by> . 


the force of reafon, the motives of religion, the operation of law, and 


not by opens of deftruction : in a word, I utterly difapprove all: 


war but what is ftri€tly defenfive.” Pref. p. 44. : 
To thefe fentiments we can without hefitation fubfcribe. They are 


in the prefent, and in all circumftances, our own, But then the inter- - 


pretation 
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pretation muft be rational, “for it would be madnefs to defer refiftance 


to an enemy upon a falfe humanity, or a punttilio of opinion, till the - 
means of defence are wrefted from ourhands. But if the author-in, 
tends by this pacific declaration, to conclude againft the prefent “as 2 
war of aggreflion’; if he means to infinuate that our adverfaries might . 
have been foftened by remonftrance, or wonover by fyllogifm, he mut 
poffefs a higher degree of credulity, or better fources of information 
than have fallen to our let. 

The malady of our enemies is, in our judgment, not to be cured by 
the mild and gentle prefcriptions with which this writer prefents us, — 
With them the force of reafm has been retifted, the motives of religion 
thrown off, she operation of law defeated, and engines of deftruion {ub 
ftituted in their place ; nor is any evidence wanting to fhow, that if 
we had liftened to thofe who diffuaded refiftance, the haughty barba- 
rians would ere now have incorporated Great Britain among theit 
Departments, and rendered this happy foil the theatre of every crime. 


Arr. 24. The Errors of Mr. Pitt’s prefent Adminifiration, many, recent, 
important, and dangerous. By a Gentleman totally unconneted with fo- 
reign Interefts or internal Parties. 8vo. 84 pp. 28. Ridgway, 
1793+ ‘ 

All the errors of Mr. Pitt’s prefent Adminiftration, according to 

our author, have originated from the war with France ; eighteen f{e- 
rate accufations are brought againft the Minifter, fome for having 

involved ourfelves in a war, others for iavolving neutral powers in it: 
fome for impolicy of conduct in the war, and others for the fubfidy of 
our Allies in itz No one can be more zealous for peace, and the uni- 
verfal prevalence of it round the globe than ourfelves ; but we fear the 
ees pamphlet can claim but little merit to itfelf as a medium of pa- 
cification, 


Art.25. A Letter to the Right Hon. Earl Stanhope, in which the Ne- 
ceffity of the War is confidered, and the Condué and Views of Great 
Britain and her Allies vindicated. 8vo. 98pp. 25% 6d. Miller, 
1794+ sydd’? 

The writer of this letter isneither much above nor much below the 
common rank of pamphleteers. He fingles out Earl Stanhope as the 
fubje&t of his addrefs, from the decided oppofition in which his Lord- 
fhip has been found to thofe meafures that appeared to demand _ the 
concurrence of every Patridt. In the courfe of this pamphlet many 

ints are difcufféd in application to the theory maintained by the no- 

leEarl. The grounds of the war are reviewed, and the charge of 
aggreflion on the part of Great Britain fufficiently refuted. In_ the. 
courfe of this inveltigation, the progrefs of French intrigue is diftin&- 
ly marked out; and the chain oF circumftances affigned which ulti-” 

mately produced the prefent hoftilities.. ‘The demand for peace, a; 

prac by Lord Stanhope, is’ properly remarked upon; and his 
rdthip is challenged to conneét with his demand fome {pr cific plan 

for rendering it efzdual. In oppofition alfo to his Lordth p's affer-: 
tions, 
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tions, the treafures of the Convention are contended to be not inex. - 


hauttible ; as the Jaft violence has already been recurred to, and nei. 
ther the images of Saints can be again melted down, nor the p 

of emigrants a fecond time confifcated. France muft, in the judgment 
of this writer, arrive at fome point of recollection ; as fo great a de. 


selition of religion cannot eventually facceed, and fo manifeft a de- 
fiance of Providence cannot poffefs any permanent fecurity. 


VLVIBL a ye 


Ant. 26. The Conjequences of the Vice of Gaming, as they affect the 
Welfare of Individuals, and the Stability of civil Government, con- 
fidered. A Sermon preached in the Cathedral Church of Winchefer, 
by Thomas Rennl, A. M. Pre of Winton, and Rector of 
St. Magnus, London Bridge. 8vo. 66 pp. 18 Rivingtons, &c. 
1794 
God is in his judgments flow, as he is juft; nor is it, therefore, 
"till it becomes evident to his omnifcience that all ordinary modes 
of warniny wi'l be vain, that he fends forth his inexorable judgments 
againft depravity and impiety. While the heart is not become 
callous, when all moral feeling is not wholly obliterated, fuch tor- 
rents of manly and dignified, though vehement eloquence, fuch re- 
monftrances, replete with all the fire of a truly Chriftian zeal, as 
are here poured out, againft the moft degrading and deftructive of 


our fafhionable vices, muft have ftrong effect. If they are fent 


forth unheeded, the cafe is alarmingly defperate ; and we muft look 
to the tremendous confequences. It is not only that this excellent 
writer demonftrates, {pecifically and exaétly, the total oppofition of” 
gaming to all private virtue and public profperity,—he paints with 
truth. He brings from the haunts of this demon fuch pi&tures of 
depravity, and ot the total wreck of all benevolence private and pub- 
lic, as carry their own evidence with them, in what we all fee and 
know :—Know, that, though moft dreadful, they are not in the 
Jeaft exaggerated. One branch of gaming, however, as not im- 
mediately conneéted with his fubject, he has not touched; which is 
commercial gaming, the rifk of all. property, and the rik of all 
bononr in fpeculations and adventures eeelane to make rapid for- 
tanes, or to end in fudden mifery. This vice, which may fairly be 
derived from the other, and produces or depends on the fame itate 
of mind, is unhappily but too prevalent, and deferves a feparate 
remonfrance, which we fhould with to fee from the fame powerful 


n. 

It is difficult to feleét where all is admirable ; but the following 
apoilrophe to the miniftry, on the nature of their prefent tatk, may 
diiplay, as well as any paflage, the {pirit and energy of the writer. 


*« We have in the beft ages much vice to reform, much calamity 
te comfort, much ignorance to enlighten, much wilfulnefs to fab- 
due—but, O gracious God ! in thefe times how is the arduous tafk 
tacreaicd, how are our beft exertions called fore-tq recover from 
3 Atheifa 
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Atheifm and anarchy a perifhing and finking world, to countera& 
thofe feeds of revolt from God, which have fhaken the foundations 
of civil fociety, and deluged Europe with feas of human blood— 
how intenfe fhould be our charity, how fervent our afpirations, how 
wakeful our conduct, how inceflant our prayers”! P, 56. 

With this fpecimen, we leave our readers to feek further for 
themfelves ; their fearch will be :ewarded, 












































Art. 27. The Savord is the Lord’s. A Sermon preached in the Parifh 





the Church of Daventry, Sunday, January 19th 1794. By the Rev. 
on- Samuel Humfrays, B. D. Student of Chrift Church, Oxford, and 
fer, Minifter of Daventry, 8vo., 28 pp. 18. Dicey and Co, North- 
Ht } ampton; Cullingworth, Daventry. 1794. 
" Good fenfe and unaffected piety are confpicuous in this difcourfe. 
After illuftrating from fcriptural hillory the great trath, that war 
Fe, is a judgment of God, he ftarts the very gueetiee and important 
les queftion, how far this nation may rely on being lefs depraved than 
nts itsadverfary, ** To the Jews it feemed a thing incomprehenfible 
ne that they who made their boaft of the law of God, &c. thould be 
or driven out by an army of idolaters.”” Thus we alfo may imagine, 
~ that we fhall not be chaftifed by a people more wicked than our- 
as felves: bat, fays the preacher, ‘* Let us rather confider whether 
of awe may not have fufficicntly provoked the avenging band of God upon 
nt eurfelves ? if fo, the fuperior iniquity, of our foes is no fecurity to 
kc us;” and he adds, very judicioufly, that fuch a judgment is more 
nt fevere than ordinary, ‘* it debafes while it ftrikes, for certainly «be 
oF” ilene/i of the infirument adds to the indignity of the ' punifhment.” 
h On this confideration he prepared his hearers for the Faft-day then 
f approaching, telling them really to humble themfelves on that day, 
’ and not fay ‘* in the fpirit of Pharifaifm, God we thank thee that we 
4 are not as others, whereas we ought to fmite our breafts and fay, 
e God be mercifpl tp us miferable finners.”’ This is ufeful refieétion 


; 


and foynd advice. The text is Ezek, xxxiii. 7, 


Art. 28. Tbe Chriftian’s Confolation in the Hour of Domeftic Diftrefse 
A Difcourfe read to the Author’s Family, foon after the Death of a 
belowed and moft affe@ionate Wife, who died in Child-bed. Bya 
Layman. 8vo. 43 pp» 18 Rivingtons. 1793- 


A fenfible and pious improvement of a great domeftic calamity. 
The intention which the author announces of devoting the gain upon 
this pamphlet to charitable purpofes, may operate in addition to its 
internal merit, in recommending it to the favour of the public. 


Art. 29. A Sermon againft Facob:nical and Puritanical Reformatians, 
recommending Unanimity and Loyalty to the Ecclefaftical and Civil 
Government of this Kin Preached on Friday, the 1 b of 
April 1793. By Fletcher Dixon, A.M. Vicar of Duffcld, and 
Chaplain { the 34th Regiment, %vo. 21 pp. 18. Cheiterfield, 


Bradley ; London, Rivingtons. 1794. i 
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Something muft be indulged in every crifis of public danger for that 
intemperance which alarm will inevitably rabies: The author of 
this fermon would, we think, upon revils » difcover fome thin 
which might have been expreffed with lefs paffion and more propri- 
ety. The Church of England is compatible with the moft liberal 
toleration ; and sis is in our judgment among the many {trong ar- 
guments for its continuance. Diffent, therefore fhould not aniverfall 
be pronounced “ apoftacy ;”’ nor fhould it be affirmed of the whol 
community of Diffenters that their «* Téachers are illiterate.” 
That part of the body from which the Church of England has mof 
to apprehend, is nothing // than “ illiterate:’’ and a very confi- 
derable portion of Quakers, Ca/viniftic Diffenters, &c. cannot 
without a violent defe& of liberality, be charged with -either 
apoftacy from chriftianity, or hoftility to the comiienien of this 
country. 


Art. 30. Plain and Pra@ical Lefures on each Chapter of the Gofpels, 
partly fele&ed from Authors, but chiefly original, delivered to. the 
Children of a Sunday School, and equally calculated for Parents and 
Mafters of Families, for the religious Infirufion of their Children and 
Servants. By a country Clergyman. 2% Bath, Crutwell. Lon, 
don, Rivingtons. 1794. » ° | 


This little volume prefents a very fimple-and concife analyfis of 
the evangelical writings. ‘The mode adopted. is by drawing out the 
fenfe of each chapter into a brief and familiar lecture. This plan is 
very well adapted to the capricious difpofitions of children whofe 
attention cannot long be fecured by a grave difcourfe. The ftile is 
judicioufly reduced to the level of ordinary comprehenfions, and the 


fentiment is animated with that devotional warmth, which muft re- | 


commend the work effectually to thofe, who wifh to encourage the 
growth of piety in the rifing generation. 


Art. 31. A Difcourfe delivered at Taunton Sept. 35° 1793, before the 
Society of Unitarian Chriftians, eRablifbed in the Weft of England, ¥ 
promoting C ee Kuowledge, and the Praétice of Virtue; and the Dif- 
tribution of Books, By %. Kenrick. 12mo. 6d. Johnfon, 
1794+ 


This is a temperate and fenfible difcourfe, in whlch the ufual argu- 
ments in favourof Unitarianifm are perfpicuoufly arranged, and the 
views of the Society to whom it 1s addrefled, recommended and en- 
forced. ' 


Art. 32. Devotional Offices for Public Worfpip, colle&ed from variout . 


Services in ufe among Protefant Diffenters. To which are added, Two 
Services chicfly felected fromthe Book of Common Prayer... 8v0o. Sax 
lifbury : Collins, 


‘The compilers, in a well-written preface, inform their readers, that 
the prefent yolume confifts of ten different fervices, eight of eo 
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British CAPALOcuE, Divinity. "7 
fave been’ principally com led from devotional offices, already in ufe 
among fome Societies’ of Proteftant Diffenters ; to which’ are added, 
reo evict, star felected from the ‘book of Common Prayer. It 
can hardly be neceflary for us to fay more, than thar the book ‘is very 


eatly‘and correétly printed, and cannot fail of being acceptable to 
thofe for whofe ufe it was intended, 


Arr. 33. Prophetic Vifion; or Daniel’s great Image of the Myfiical 
- Body of Babylon, Hewwing the, approaching Deftruction of Antichrift, 
the Beaft, the Whore, and the falfe Prophet, according to Rev.. xix, xx. 
demonfirated from the Prophecies of Daniel, and confirmed by the Signs 
of. the times. Accompanied with a large Hiera ly phical Print of the 
Figure, explained and illuminatéd. 8vo. 28.64, London. ‘Terry. 

4794- 

Whether the print is to help off thepamphlet, or the pamphlet the 
srint, we are unable to fay; thus much we may venture toaflirm, that 
hoth may well be reckoned among the many incomprehenfible things 
of the day, which may probably render the -prefent age the pity or 

‘the {corn of pofterity. ptt 


Ant. 34. 4 Letter to Francis Plowden Efq. Conwepancer of the Middle 
Temples on his Work entitled Fura Anglorum, by a Roman Catholic 
Clergyman. 8v0. 230, pp- 28- 6d. Coghlan, &c, 


- 


M. Plowden is here attacked on very’ different groutids from thofe 
aflumed in the letter entitledthe -Malecontent. ‘There his defeétion: 
from his own principles laid down in the Jura Anglorumis cenfured ; 
here fome of the principles of.the.Jura Anglorum are condemned, as 
inconfiftent with the Doétrines of the Roman Catholic Church, of 
which Mr, P. profeffés himfelf a fincere member. In his fubfequent 
changes he furely has not approached nearer to the Rules of his Church ; 
and this correfpondent, who profeffes to argue with hrm only on the 
data of the infallibility of that Church; and who avows himfelf a 
divine of that communion, will probably be ftill lefs inclined to grant 
him indulgence. ‘The chief point difputed by this antagonift, is the 
right of every man to Choofe his own religion : he atlows the power, 
but denies the right to choofe heretically. He alfo argues on eftabl:th- 
ments, p. 45. On the Revolution the letcer-writer {peaks as is 
confiftent with. his general declarations concerning himfelf, «* For 
my part I can never acquiefce in believing that the fimple and unqua-. 
lified approbation of the principles of the revolution, which banifh the 
Catholic religion for ever from this realm, can be given by a Catholic, 
confiltently with the duties-either of honour or confcience: thohgh I 
no ways judge it neceflary for catholics to reprobate every meafuré thar 
was taken by the nation at that time.” P: 116, ‘This is followed by 
an hiftorical View of the Revolution. In the conclufion however he 
compliments Mr.P. on his ftaunch Casholicity on two points, which he 
fays, «* fully convinces me of what I have all along believed, that the 
srrors of your Jura Anglorum are the flights of an éxubtfant imagina- 
tion, 
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tion, but inno mannera deviation of heart from Catholic prinéipleg ipl sn te 
and do¢trine.” Without applyjng the queftion to Mr. Plowden, ir perk 
is furely a curious topic of iry, how a ftaunch Roman Catholic my | 
can be ademocrat ? yet fuch ‘are the everlafting inconfiftencies of , 
the human mind, that this union is far from being a thing unheard of, oe 
MV 

FAST SERMONS. : 

Art. 35. 4 Sermon preached February 28, 17945 being the Day a T 
saisiel fa a general Faf. By 7. Brand. Ci. M. A. 4to. 25° Pp- “ corr 
Clarke. 1794. cont 


The awful fubjett which has fo long occupied the thoughts of all re. paft 
fleéting men, has produced in various ways, by means of theirefforts, trea- vail 
{ures of inftruction and wifdom. This enlightened {cholar, after a ‘ 
and painting, inthe moft ftriking mannef, the u €ted calamities 
the times, draws a parallel, from the Hiftory of Jofephus, between the 
fanaticifm of falfe liberty that led the Jews into their final deftru¢tion, Ar 
and the fimilar fpirit prevailing at this period. This reprefentation, y, 
which is fkilfully and exactly given, is tollowed by able reflections on I 
fuch fanaticifm, and the dreadful duplicity of thofe who affect to teach a 
equality in its right fenfe, while they know that it is received by the 7 
multitude inthe wrong. To thefe reflections are added a picture of t 
the vices of this time and nation, and a recommendation of the 


virtues which are calculated to bring down blefflings on us. The r 
whole difcourfe has much vigour, and much wifdom. The author , 
reafons jufily and profoundly ; but feldom declaims. l 
\ 
Arr. 36. A plain Defence of the ie my War. In a Sermon preached at onl: 
the Cathedral Church of Winchefter on the late general Faft, Feb. 28. ha 
1794. By the Rev. Edmund Poulter, M. A. 40. 26. pp. 1s. Cadell, = 
&c. 1794. Sy 
This 8 a is faid, at the bottom of the title-page, to be a con- vi 
tinuatioa of that by the fame author, on the Crifis of December 1792", 
It is, however, on another text, and is written in a fuperior ityle. wil 
The author confiders the prefent war as a neceffary effort in defence | the 
of our liberty and independence. * If”, fays he ** it be an undoubt- 
ed act of tyranny for any one Country to interfere in the internal go- ard 
vernment of another, with original offence (not as we now do, at moft, 1ST 
with a return of offence, which is, as before ftated, no more than ce- rec 
fence) or for the reft of the world: / to interfere with any one coun- rer 
try ; when the cafe is reverfed, as now ; by what name are we to call the 


the prefent declarations and acts of Hoftility by France againft the 

geft of the world? the neareft name that we have tor it is Perfecution : 

and furely im thefe times of general toleration, mankind at large who, Ar 
would nor-be the perfecutors of any one nation, will ftil] lefs fubmit 
to be perfecuted by it. No, there is only one fpecies of toleration which ! 
we hope never to fee prevail, which, as it would be a contradiction 
ern _ need 


* See Brit. Critic, vol. I. p. 219. 
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in tetms, fo we truft it is .impoffible in fatt—that is, toleration of 
perfecutors.” p. 11. the text is llaiah Jvii. 21. ** there is no peace faith 
my God tothe wicked.” . 


Ant. 37. 4 Sermon preached in. the Parifo Church of Trinity, in the 
Minories, on February 28, 794% being the Day appointed for a 
Public Faft. By Henry Fly, M.A. F.R.S. Minifier of the faid 
Parifo. 8vo. 25 pp. 1s. Rivingtons. 1794. 


This excellent fermon difcuffes with equal candour and energy the 
corruptions in fociety to which fhould be referred the exifting dif- 
contents. The reader who perufes the very jut eulogium here 
pafled upon the natural, conftitutional and religious advantages of 
Great Britain, conneéted with the manly remonftrance — pre- 
vailing iniquities, muft receive impreffions highly favourable to the 
increafe of his patriotifm and his virtue. 


Art. 38. The Fudgments of God in the Earth are Calls for us to learn 
Righteoufne/i. A Sermon B cher sy at St, George's Church, Botolph 
Lane, Loudon, on Friday the 28th of February, 1794 %. being the Dap 
appointed by Proclamation for a general Fafi and Humiliation bsfore 
Almighty Ged, for obtaining Pardon of our Sins, and for averting 
thofe heavy judgments which eur Manifold Provecations bave moft 
july defirued. By William Reid, A: M. Vicar of Takeby in Effex, 
Chaplain tothe Rt. Hon. Fane Counte/3’ Dowager of Rethes, and Cu~ 
rate of the faid Church of St. George, Botolph Lane. Publifed by 
Defire of the Congregation. 18, Ravingtons, London. 1794. 


We give Mr. Reid full credit for his good intentions, and can 
only lament that his abilities are not calculated to ferve the caufe he 
has undertaken to fupport. It is ftrange that clergymen will fuffer 
themfelves ta be perfuaded by the areal applaufes of thofe who are 
not judges, to fubmit their crade and unfinifhed produétions to the 
ngia teit of criticifm. ‘Theré are many worthy men, who can com- 
pile agreeable and ufeful fermons, and fuch as, when well delivered, 
will have a tolerable effect, who are hy no means fit to appear before 
the public in the character of authors. Years of hard ftudy, and 
great practice, are Fave gee neceflary to qualify a man for this 
arduous funétion. Cenfure is always painful to us, ‘bat this, which 
is meant rather as caution, than ascenfare, will, we truft, be not il 
received by the junior part of that refpectable profeffion; and willl 
render them lefs hafty in appearing at the bar of the public, before 
they are duly qualified. | | 


Art. 39. A Sermon preached in the Parife Church of Carjoaltom, in 
the County of Surry, on’ the agg Syn 1794s being the D 
appointed for a general Faft. William Roje M.A. F.R.S. 
Reétor of Carfbattcn and of Beckenbam, in Kent. Publifoed by 
Défirs of the Parifpioners. ” 2d. Edition. 13. Rivingtons, £794 
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80 Bririst CATALOcuE, Mifeelanies. 
This difcourfe abounds with proofs of the good fenfe and piety of 
its author. The neceffity of humiliation and repentance is here very 
forcibly infifted upon from the analogy which our danger and our 
vices bear to thofe of the different nations recorded in f{cripture 


whofe timely reformation has faved them from their enemies an 
themfelves. . 


Art. 40. Lukewarmnefi in Religion a Source of Fa&ion_in the State. 
A Sermon preached in the Epifcopal Chapel of Stirling, February 27, 
~ 1794, by, George ‘Ghig, A.M. Edinburgh, Creech, © 


To publith a fermon preached on afaft day; is to gova ftep further 
than preachers in general think neceflary, a dto do ail that a preacher 
can do, towards accomplifhing. the, purpoles of the authority that 
enjoined the faft. ‘And among the many fermon$ ..which, .to.the 
credit of the clergy, have been given to the world on occafion of 
the late faft, we have feen few which, in our judgment, were more 
proper fdr the occafion than that now before us, ‘The fermon does 
not fem to differ materially from othtr ‘compofitions of the fame 
kind in point of ftyle = its moff peculiar feature is 4 careful attention 
to, and pertinent obfervatiorls on, the prevailing ‘mahners, of the 
ape. Its object is to prove, that the ‘people of thefe kingdoms are 
r too generally ‘* luke-warm in religion” ; and thence rendered 
alfo far too prone to faétion. | a . 
ArT. 41.7 he Sentiments and Condu& becoming.Britous, in the prefent Cou- 
jefture ; a Sermon preached in the Church at Canongate, on account of 
“the general national Faft, February 27,'1'194,. From Foeli. 6.—15-_ 
“By Robert Walker F. R.S. E. Senior minifier of Canongate,and Chap- 


lain of the Chamber ‘of ‘Commerce’ of Edinburgh. 8¥0. 45. pp, 18. 


‘Creech, Edinburgh : illy, London : 1794. 


Mr. Walker ventures, by way of Introduction, to depict to his readers, 
the prefent Phenomenon of the political world, a seighty people converted: 
inta @ horde of banditti, in the words of the Miniier’s 1 eech on the, open-, 
ing of the Seffion, The bedy of the fermon.is divided into five heads,: 
fuited to the duty of the day, and after: pointing out the contrait be-, 
tween our government and that in France, the, author concludes thus. 
‘« when. ye have made the comparifon, then weigh, both in your.un-., 
derftanding, and in your, feclings, whether treafure—even Blood, x 
can be expended in.a.worthier caufe, than in refifting’the attem ts, of , 
thofe who would rob us of the bleffings of time, and of the profpects. 
of eternity.” 


MISCELLANIES, 


Aat.42. Effays ow Education;. or, Principles of IntelleAual Improve- 


ment confifient with the Frame and Nature of Man. By Fobn Wed-— 


dell Parfons, A.B. Vicar of Wellington, in the County of Hereford. 
1zmo, 222 pp. 48s. Cadell, 1794. 


By . 
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an advertifement prefixed to this volume we are informed that 
«* the fubject matter of thefe effays ms ape in two publications about 
three years ago ; that prefs errors had rendered the meaning of fe- 
veral paflages in one of the'books es and that on account 
of the writer’s great diftance from the prefs, a fecond correction wné 
impoflible. He informs us that he has now incorporated the whole, 
with corrections and additions endeavoured to make the Eifays 
more worthy of the attention which they were at firft honoured 
with.” : 

The firft Effay contains Comparative Obfervations on Government 
and Education, and in it the author gives it as his opinion that the 
prevailing difpofition and manners of a people have more influence 
on their political welfare than any peculiarity in their form of govern- 
ment: from this he infers, that a reformation of men aad not of 
Government—that a reducing them to a congenial temper with 
the government which they themfelves produced, is the mea- 
fure moft wanted and urgent. Hence he draws a conclution, that 
the obvious force and ufe of education confjts in its being caiculated 
to render the temper of the people conformable to their mode of go- 
vernment. 

The next Effay is on Public Education, and by this it appears that 
the author thinks public fchools, under due ‘regulations, are prefera- 
ble to any other. ‘This is followed by thoughts on the Revolution in 
Englifh Education,. which, before the reign of Queen Elizabeth 
was martial. On. the caufes that produced this alreration, . there 
are fome fenfible remarks. This Effay is followed by. Thoughts on 
the difproportionate State of Genius to Science, and on the lavefti- 
gation and Application of Genius, which concludes the volu. e, in 
which among much that is vifionary and irrelative to the fubject, there 
are ‘fome judicious and fenfible hints. Mr. Weddell fhould avoid 
fuch /int-nceg as ** Many may revert with pleafure to the dy-gone 
days of Education, &c.”’ and not dig for fuch words as ob/und, -adb- 
berations, excrete, &c. when he may find *. plainer and better phrafeo- 
logy on the furtace, 


Art. 43. Amnufement Hall; or an Introdu&ion to the Atainmentof 
wfeful Knowledge. Bya Lady. 1200, 28 Gardiner. 1794. 


A very proper book to be put into the hands of children, many in- 
terefting hittorical anecdotes are incerfperfed in the form of converfa- 
tionand at the conclafion is adialogue, introduced as a imen of alar- 
gr cea the object of which is to render Sacred Hiftory familiar 

youth, 


Ant. 44.. Objervations on Frauds pra&tifed in the Colle@ion of the Salt 
Duties, and the Mifcondua of Officers fairly flated, by W. Vanderfig- 
gen, Efy. 8vo. 18. Reading (no date) London, Robinfons. 


The objeét of this pamphlet is fufficiently clear from the title page, 
and the author has adduced a nmnber ef facts, which it becomes thofe 
G whofe 

BRET, CRIT. VOL. 1V. JULY, 1794. 



































































82 British Catrarocut, Mifcellaties. 


whofé fteputations are involved, from their connexion with the Reve. 
hue, andthe mode of collefting it, t6 refute. , 


Arr. 4%. Obfervations ihe State of Englifh Prifons, and the Meany 
of ig ike ite communicated to the Rew. Hen | Zouc » a Fifiice of 
the on by the Right Homourable Lord Loughborough, wow Litd 
High Chancellor o Creat Britain. Publifbéd at the Riqueft of the 
Court of Quarter Seffions, held at Pontefra&, April 8, 1794. 46. 1%. 
Stockdale. 


This is a very valuable and important communication, and will 
doubrlefs have conficerable efficacy with thofe in whofe power and 
whofe duty it is, ferioufly to confider its contents. No point will be 
found to have efcaped the notice of the Right Honourable author, 
which involves the health, the reformation, and the fecurity of cri- 
minal, 


Art. 46. Au Italian Warning to the Britifh Critic, or an elucidation of 
the Britifh Critic's Review of Mariottini’s tranflation of Paradice Lo, 
See No. X. being No. 11. of vol. 3+ publifbed laft month. 8v0. 36+ pps 
1s. 6d, Owen, 1794. ' 


It is not eafy to fatisfy an author and his friends with the praifes given 
to his work. ‘This pamphlet has the appearance of being written by 
& very near friend of the Sig’. in queftion : and the offence given is the 


mixture of fome very temperate ions ofimprovement with much . § 


commendation. We fufpect that Englifh readers will prefer what he 
¢alls Britith nonfenfe, to what he doubtlefs reckons Italian fenfe. It 
is at leaft much cheaper; for his pamphlet, or advertifement, of 
36 pages, cofts as much asyur whole monthly lecubration, 


Arr. 47. A Statement of Fa&s, relative to the behaviour of the Rew 
Dr. Parr, to the late Mr,” H. Homer, and Dr, Combe, in order to point 
out the Falfebood and Malignity of Dr.Parr’s attack in the Britifo Critic 
ow the chara&er of Dr. Combe. 8vo, 38. pp. 18, Payne and Edwards, 

1794 
With a difpate which is fo perfonal between two individuals we have 


no right to interfere. The title-page above recited implies. much 
warmth, and for warmth allowance muft be made, We are well af- 


Jared that the Gentleman attacked in,it can and will moft fally repel 


every imputation thrown upon his moral Charaéter. For ourfelves, 
a ee that we had no concern in any thing beyond literaty 
merits ordemerits, we have ftudioufly avoided making ourfelves parties 
in the auton and have, as appears from the pampblet itfelf, fhowa 
every difpofition to do jaftice to the Gentleman who originally thought 
himicif aggricved, 
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FOREIGN CATALOGUE, 


FRANCE, 


d'embellir la 


Natute autour des Habitations champitres ; fiivie de Reflexion: fut les 
Avantages de la Contiguité des Poffiffions rurales, et de la Diftribution 
en petites Cultures, pour détrnire lés abus gui dérivent des groffe 
Fermes, et pour tranfformer les Fournaliers én Cultivateurs. Par Re» 


né Girardin, Réfident é Ermenengille. 
ris, 


1793+ 


Nouvelle édition. A Pas 


“© Much,” obferves our author, ** has of late been faid and writ- 


ten on the fubjeét of Gardens. 


But in its ordinary fenfe the word 


Garden prefents the idea of a piece of land inclofed, drawn out in 
right lines, or, at leaft, forméd according to fome regular manner.—- 
Now this is by no means the generic -term which I would be under- 
ftood to ufe, fince the exprefs idea that I fhould with it to convey is, 
that there fhould be no appearance either of an enclofure or of a gare 
den, inafmuch as every artificial arrangement can only produce the ef> 
feét of a geometrical plan, and, of courfe, never can have that of a pice 
ture, or of a beautiful decoration,” 

We are, therefore, not to expect in this work an account either of 
ancient gardens, ot of Englifh, Chinefe, or any other gardens whate 


ever, or of the divifion of land into 


gardens, 


rks, or farms, or, in 


fhort, any examples taken from individual places, becaufe examples 

ferve onlyto multiply copies. It is the author’s object to point out the 

means of embellifhing or ee nature in general, whofe combina- 
] 


fions, being infinitely varied, wi 


not admit of claffification. 


But if on the one hand all affectation of fymmetry fhould be cares 
fully avoided, on the other diforder and caprice are as little calculated 
to form a beautifnl piéture on land, as they would be on canvas. A 
picturefque effect, and what the French underftand by /a belle Naturt, 
muft have their foundation in one and. the fame principle, the latter 
being the original, of which the former is the tranfcript. Now this 
principle is, to ufe the words of our author, gue tont foit enfemble, ef 


_ gue tout foit bien lié. Having explained this principle in both its parts, , 


and having fhown the inconveniencies refulting from a fervile imitation, 
Mr. G. in the next place, proceeds to give an account of the diffe- 
rent materials conftituting a landfcape, and of the difcriminating chae 
racters of particular fituations. The feveral articles which énter inte 
the compofition of a landfcape, are, plantations, waters, and fabrics. 
By this laft term are underftood, in painting and architeture, all 
kinds of buildings and ftruétures whatever : it is the generic word, 
To what are here called the details nearly the fame principles are 
applicable as to the whole: for they are fo many objects, cach of 
which is intended to have its peculiar effect and deftination, The 


G2 


great 








































era 


“E>” 


ee ee 





 ienientie al PP Si 













wht 


~~ @agr PE 


capt 
” .— 


on pctterramypuercammmmmg lit, 
x ¥ 


i 
int, 
wt 
ee 
ag te: Deana, 7 
ie ~ ‘ 


ae 


2g ae ae Eg 
cai. 
ug liebe 


ae ee 2 
oe ~ fey 
ne Boe 


A Gite 
i ee 


et x 


ae 
Pr 


| Pe MB a 
‘ “ 
My 
— 










“Be 


—— 
‘Eat 


Se 


















ee 


a! 





ea 
iz’ 


ee 
A . * a 








84 ForsiGn CATALOGUE. France. 


great on/omble is to be regarded as a year picture for the wholg 


oufe, whereas, the details are fo many fubordinate and individual pic. 
tures intended for the different points of view which you would defire 
to. eftablith about it. 

The author, ftrongly affected with the beauties of Nature, hag 
fhown himfelf in his work to be an acute and judicious obferver, who 
at the fame time that he communicates his ideas to others, gives them 
the hiftory of his qwn enjoyments. Of his ftyle our readers will be 
able to judge, in fome meafure, from the following extracts taken from 
the fecond part of this work. 

«« Le premier cultivateur établit fans doute fon domicile au milieu 
de fon champ ; cette difpofition eft la feule convenable a V’ordre pri- 
mitif de la nature ; elle ¢pargne le tems, les courfes, les tran{ports 
inutiles, et mettant les travaux et la confervation des produits a portée 
de l'babitation, elle n’oblige pas pour réparer le tems perdu, a cherte 
cher un fecours de vitefle dansdes animaux, dont l'acquifition et la 
nourriture font plus cheres et dont la confommation eft en pure perte. 

«© L’amélioration du champ augmente neceffairement de plus en 
plus par la prefence continuelle du maitre. Sa vigilance eft fans cefle 
excitée par la vue de fon terrein, et n’eft jamais diltraite par la proxi- 
mité des occafions de derangement. Cette difpofition conduit nécef- 
fairerrenta varier la culture, en la partageant en divers enclos, dont les 
haies fervent en meme tems d'abri contre les vents deftrucieurs ; ces 
enclos donnent la facilité de mettre en valeur les facheres, en y_ prépa- 
rent des nourritures, qui fervent tout-a-la fors pour arreublir la terre, 
et pour elever partout, fans foins et fans peines, tant de bettiaux qu’on 
egorge prefqu’en pure perte, au moment de leur naifiance. La multis 
plication des beftiaux augmenteroit néceffuirement la fertilite des terres 
par la multiplication des engrais......” 

On the favourite topic of Liberty, Mr. G. obferves, that faire ce 

“On peut, c'eft la Liberté naturelle : faire ce qu'on went C ett le caprice, 
6u le defpoti{me ; farre ce gui nuit anx autres, c’ett la licence; faire ce 
gu'on doit, telle ett la liberte civile, la feule convenable dans l’ordre fo- 
cial, Or qui tixe le devoir de homme dans la fociété? La loi 
Qui fait la loi? Le Souverain démocratique, ariftocratique, mo- 
narchique, ou mixte, fuivant les cifferentes conftitutions du Gouverne- 

ent. Quel doit etre le but de toute lot jute? Celui de procure? 
Ferasteet general, auguel tout individu, a plus forte raifon tout pro- 
prictaire, eit interefie A concourir, Pourquoi cela? Parceque Ja con- 
dition de la focieté c'eft le facrifice que chaque individu fait d’une por- 
tion de fon interet 3 la volonté generale : facrifice pour lequel il recoit 
en échange la protection de la torce générale pour la detenfe de fa 
pofeffion, du troit de fon travail, et de fa fecurise perfonnelle. Telle 
eft la condition expretie du contrat de fociéte, dans Jequel l’obfervation 
de la Ini eit le plus grand interet de chaque inaivida, puifque fa vie, 
fa fubdfidence, et tout ce qu'il pofiede en dépendent. C’eft pourquoi la 
lettre de Ja lor doit etre précieufe et facrée : car antrement la fociété 
n’eft plus une loi, c’eft unechicane.”—To fuch dottrines, from what- 
ever quarter they may come, we truft that mof of our readers will be 
geady to fubfembe, JFrurual Encyclopéed: que. 
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Rar. 49. Lettre de N. Francois de Neufchateau, Jugend Paix @ 


Vicherad, Préfident du Département des Vofges, aux Cultivateurs de 
ee Département, pour leur propofer d'ejjaier dans la Moiffim une 
maniere plus facile et plus économique de recueiliir tes Grains, A 
Paris. 1793+ 


The method recommended by our author is, to divide the bufinefs 
into two fucceflive operations, in the firit of which the ears are to be 
cut, after which the remainder of the halm or ftraw is to be mowed, 
The advantages to refult from this plan are, according to our author, 
a confiderable annual faving of grain, and a very great increafe of 
the ftraw. Wedo not pretend to determine how far this would real- 
ly be the cafe, and fhall only obferve that, at any rate, the mode of 
reaping propofed by M. de N. is not a new difcovery, as it is men- 
tioned, together with others, bv Varro de R, R. Lib. I. c. 50: ** Ter- 
tio modo metitur,” fays he, ‘* ut fudurbe Roma, ut ftramentum fab. 
fecent, quod manu finiftra fummum prehendunt ; infra manum ftramen- 
tum quod terre hzret, poftea fubfecatur. Contra, quod cum fpica 
stramentam heret corbibus in aream defertur ; whi difcedit in aperto 


loco palea.”’ 


PAM 


Art. so. Catclogo de’ Codici Manoferitti Orientali della Biblioteca Na- 
niana, compilato dal!’ Abate Simone Aflemani, Profeffore di Lingue 
Orientali, Padua, XXIII. et 446 pp. in fimall folio. 


This fecond volume is formed entirely on the plan of the firft, pub- 
hfhed in 1787, and though the author affures us in his Preface, that, 
to avoid prolixity, he has confidered himfelf as writing for perfons 
who had already made fome progrefs in the ftudy of Oriental Litera- 
ture, we have, however, no reafon to complain of his concifenefs. 
We mutt likewife obje&t to the very unequal manner in which thefe 
books are defcribed, as the author often dwells too long onfome MSS, 
of little importance, illuftrating them by quotations made chiefly from 
printed works, whilft of others, frequently more valuable, he gives us 
the titlesonly. The MSS. of which an account is given in this vo- 
Jume, from LI. with which the laft terminates, to CX XY, are here di- 
vided into fix claffes. I. Grammars and Diélionaries, of which Cod, 
§2. isan [utrodufion to the Syriac Language, with a Collection of Songs 
or Hymns fromthe Old and New Teft., written in the year 1604. 55 
An Arabico-Perfic Lexicon, by Cadbi Chan; and 56. Ax Ejfay on t 
Arabie Infinitives, by Baiheki, quoted by D’Herbelot, Art. Dabaloui, 
and Baibeki. Clafs I]. The Gofpels, Catechifims, and Liturgies 3 parti- 
cularly Cod. 58. 4 TurkifpTranflation of the Gofpels, written at Ife 
pahan in 1740, and, according to our author, agreeing, in general, 
with the Syriac verfion. The remaining articles of this clafs are 
chiefly the works of Miffionaries, tranflations of the Dofrina Chrif- 
tiana Of Bellarmin, &c. III. Corans and Mohammedan Books of 
Prayer ; among which Céd. 66, contains the 2g firft Suras, very 
clegantly written for the ufe of a Mufti, 1V. Writers concerning Mo- 
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hammedan Jurifprudence, as Cod. 74. A ColleBion of Canonical and Cia 
wil Laws, frequently quoted by Maracci, under the name of Ali Ben 
Mohammed, (which, however, Mr. A. contends to have been only 
that of the copyilt) and compared here in certain paffages with the 
celebrated work of D’Ohfon on the fame fubjeét ; and Cod. 77. 4 Com. 
pendium of the Mohammedan Law, according to the Do&rine of the Imam 
Ahmed Ben Hambal. V. Hifforians, Poets, and Mifcellaneous Writers, 
among which are, Cod. 78. 4 Perfc Tranflation of the famous Arabie 
Hiflory of Abu Giafar al ‘Thabari, from which Mr. A. has excepted 
only the genealogy of Mohammed and of the firft Chaliphs: Cod. 
ng. Hadthi Chalifahs Takvem Altavarich, or Chronological ‘Tables, 
confifting of 29 leaves only, from which we are here prefented with 
copious extracts. It is worthy remark, that we are informed here, 
that in the goth year of the Hegira (A. D. 660) gunpowder and 
bombs were {aid to have been invented by fome Philofophers of Alex- 
andria. But Mr. A. obferves very juftly, that neither this paflage, nor 
that quoted from Elmacin by Cafiri, relate to the difcovery of gun- 
powder, but rather to that of fire-balls, compofed of naphtha and 
fulphur, which were thrown from machines conftructed for that pur- 
pofe. Of the following articles in this divifion the author gives us 
the titles only: among them we find, Cod. 80. The Gulifian of Sa- 
di; 88. The Divan of Hafez ; 84. A Turkifo Hiftory of the frft Ot- 
toman Sultans, which might, perhaps, deferve a greater fhare of atten- 
tion than Mr. A. has chofen to allow it. The VIth. and laf 
clafs comprehends writers on the fubject of Medicine and Natural Hif- 
tory; and from Cod. 117—125. we are prefented with a lift of books 
printed at Conftantinople, and preferved in this library, 


Art. st. Andree Gritti, Principis Venetiarum, vita, Nicolao Bar- 
badico Auéore, Alexandro Albritio Procuratoris Divi Marci Dig- 
witatem ineunte primum edita, Venice. Small folio, 


Nicolas Barbarico, as he was named in the diale¢t of his country, was 
born ofa noble family at Venice in the year 1534. He devoted himfelf 
ao the fervice of the State, rofe from one honourable fituation to ano 
ther, was appointed the Podefa at Verona in 1574, went out as Am- 
baflador fromthe Republic to the Ottoman Porte in 1577, and died 
at Conftantinople in 1579. He had intended to have written the 
lives of feveral of the moft eminent of his countrymen, but it does 
not appear that he had finifhed any other than this which is now print- 
ed by the public Librarian More//i, and that of Cardinal Contarini.-- 
We thall tranfcribe a paffage from this work, which, though, pere 
haps, not the moft elegant in point of compofition, may be found, 
at leatt, the moft interefting to general readers. Having fpoken of 
Gritti’s elevation to the dignity of Doge, the author adds, that this 
took place ** Populo, cujusex animo jam ejus in remp. merita efflux- 
erant, weré id ferente et invito, Nimirum motile. quz fempet 
in periculis bene merentes de fe cives, quo tempore ipforum utiter 
opera, omnibus honoribus afficit, eadem, rebus conititutis, metu de- 
pofito, accepta beneficia aut oblivione obruit, autingrato animo difli- 
mula Yerum cum Veneta in Repub). plebs null: adhibeatur Con- 
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filio, et Magiftratuum creandarum expers omnino fit, neque ejus arbi- 
trio prorfus quidquam relinguatur, nifi quod adimi nullo modo poteft, 
hoc eit, ut fuum ftudium voluntatemque vultu et voce fignificet, ut in 
vulgus emanavit Grittum Priacipem effe declaratum, tremere omnes, 
ac maledicta pene congerere.....” Hethen takes occafion to en- 
large on the attention of his hero to the duties of his office, and in- 
troduces the following account of the power and dignity of a Doge: 
«« TIlud autem animadvertendum eft, quod ea eft ratione inftitutus 
Veneta Reip. principatus, ut non multa fint 4 Venetis principibus pof. 
tulanda. Primum urbe egredi principi lege non licet; ut neque in 
bello, neque omnino foras clarialicujus facinoris gerendi facultas de- 
tur. Inurbe uti fummam dignitatem, ita poteftatem auguftis adeo 
terminis habet circumfcriptam, ut nihil quod alicujas momenti fic, 
per fe poflit unus conficere ; neque in ferendo fuffragio ejus auCtoritas 
major ef, quam cujuslibet ¢ fenatu ; neque omnino in fententia di- 
cenda, nifi quantum hominis gravitas ponderis affert orationi. Pro- 
prium munus eft ut in civitate frumenti copia fuppetat providere, prin- 
cipum legatis refponfa dare ex collegii et fenatus fententia, curare, ut 
leges ferventur, ut unusquifque officio fungatur fuo, ne quis alicujus 
gratia, aut opibus, aut judiciis fupprimatur ; magiftratus cohortatione, 
caftigatione, timore pen in officio continere, liberas querelis omni- 
um aures prebere ; Selle fingulorum magittratuum, quorum in rep. 
adminiftranda diverfa munia funt, ftudia univerfa ad reip. utilita- 
tum referre, ne qua procuratio aut nimia fedulitate magis, quam opor- 
teat, intenta, aut negligentia remifla, communis boni rationi officiat. 
Hec qui, preftat, bonus habetur princeps, fatifque fuo officio facere 
exiftimatur. Quod fi pratergredi limites velit, ac ceterorum partes 
aflumere, preterquam Reip. inftituta perturbet, atque omnium, quibuf- 
cum eft ei Reip. adminiftratio communis, in fe odium, ac invidiam 
concitet, oportet ; praeterea quod aget, fruftra aget: cedat enim unus 
pluribus, atque omnia in Veneta Rep. ad legum prafcriptum, non ad 
cujufquam arbitrium revocentur, necefle eft,” 


Art. 52. Summa Plantarum, que ha&enus innotuerunt methedo 
Liunaana per Genera et § pecies digesta, illufivata, defcripta a Fulgen- 
tio Vitman Abb. Vallumbros. in Reg. Mediol. Lyc. Publ. Botanices 
Profeff. et plur. Acad, Soce Tom. 1V. 487 pp. Tom V. 438 ppe 
et Lom VI. 397, and XLIII. pp. in 8vo, Milan. 


The Abbé Fulgenzio Vitman has added in this work all the different 
genera and f{pecies of plants undefcribed by Linnzus, in nrg 
dertaking he was affifted by the celebrated Botanift Wahl. This “im- 
portant collettion is now complete. 


S P Al N. 


Art. 53. Antonii Jofephi Cavanillas scones, wwripgs ap 300 of the 
Jpontauecus Plants of Spain and of thofe cultivated in the Gardens of 
that Country, By A.J. Cavanillas. Third Part of Voll. Ma- 
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This part terminates the fecond volume. The author treats in it of 
all the plants which grow naturally in the kingdom of Valencia, and 
the work is accompanied with 30 plates, containing the figures of 33 

ams. To thecomplete defcription of each plant, and obfervations 
which throw much light on feveral points of Botany, fucceeds a parti- 
cular account of the Mountains of Penagolofa, Airana, and Mariola ; 
as alfo of the Mountains of Enguera, and of the Valley of Co- 
frentes. 


HOLLAND. 


ART. 64. Opufcules Mathématiques deM. Du Bourguet, Lieutenant des 
Vaiffeaux de France, contenant de nouvelles Theories, Méthodes et For- 
mules pour la Refolution des Equations du second, troisteme et quatrieme 
dégres ; d’ autres objets de Calcul abjalument nouveaux, la Theorie trés- 
Simple de toutes les Trigonométries par P Analyfe, la Démonftration ris 
gourenfe du Princtpe fondamentale de Catoptrigque ; la Partie Afirons- 
migue du Meétier dela Mer, mife a la partée des Commergans, avee des 
nouvell-s Formules trés-fimples pour réfoudre tous les Problemes de Na- 
wige-Aflroncmic et la Théorie fur la Figure de la Terre. A Leyde, 
1794. In8vo. fig. 


Though the author does not pretend to give here a merely elemen- 
tary work, we may, however, obferve, that no great extent of Ma- 
the natical learning is required to enable us to underftand him; at 
leat, in the ‘Trigonometrical and Aftronomical parts of his book, 
which he has endeavoured to render eafy to perfons of ordinary at- 
tainments in the fcience. But the fame remark, will not apply to 
his Theory on the Figure of the Farth, which fuch perfons are not 
already acquainted with Conic Se¢tions and Fluxions cannot be fup- 
pofed to < omprehend. 


Arr.cs. THifoire des Revolutions arrivées dans le Gouvernement et dans 
L'efprit humain, apres la converfton de Conftantin, jufqu’a la chute 
de P Empire d’Occident; par M. de Pilate. Seconde édition, a 
Haarlem, 1793. Gr. in 8vo, 


‘The author of this hittory is already known to the public from other 
works in the fame department of literature; fuch as his Traivé des Loix 
Pe lit tu s des R omains , de tems de la Républioue ; his Traité des Loix Cie 
cuiles, Sev; and his Voyages en Hollande, et cn differens autres pays de 
Europe. ‘That our readers may be able to form fome idea of the ob- 
ject of this work, we will lay before them the plan on whieh it was 
compofed by M. de P. in his own words. 

. ,* fo ‘ea r . 

** Je ne dis pas,” fays he, ** des chofes neuves. Un honnéte hif- 
torien ne fait point creer des faits nouveaux, Mais je tire du cahos 
de Vinitoire des cvenemens, des faits, des maximes, des fyftémes qui 
peignent les caraciéres et les talens des hommes, des Princes, et des 
ninions, gu: ont occafionne les principales Revolutions dans le 
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uvernement, dans les loix, et dans l’efprit humain. Je les ai puifes 
cans desfources fidelles, et je les rapporte avec toutes les circonitances 
que j'ai cru néceflaires, foit pour exciter Tattention du lecteur, foac 
pour lui faciliter les moyens de les graver dans fa mémoire. 

«* Mon plan choquera également ceux qui penfent qu’ ilne faut pas 
tout dire dans une hiftoire, et ceux quitveu'*nt bien qu’on dife tout, 
mais avec un Certain menagement, qui temoigne le re{pect que auteur 
conferve pour les opinions générales, et avec une certaine adrefie, qua 
dérobe au commun des le¢teurs les fources des pre} Iges, qu'une longue 
refcription a rendus re{pectables. Mais il me femble 4 moi qu'un hon- 
nee homme ne peut et ne doit jamais fe fervirde Pimpotture, quelque 
bien établie quelle foit.” 


GERMANY. 


ArT. 56. . Bafilii Magni ad Adolefcentes Oratio de modo c Literis Gre- 
cis utilitatem percipiendi. Grace cum Julian’ Garnerii e¢ Fontona 
Ducri animadverfimibus edidit, pracipnam varietatem Leétionis nom 
tavit, paffim emendavit, Notis et Indice illufiravit M. k. G. Sturz. 
Gera; VI.and 1go pp. in 8vo. 


As the editions of this book by Grotius and Majus were become 
fcarce, and as that publifhed by Krebfius, at Leiptig, in 1779, 1s not 
only unaccompanied with explanatory notes, but likewife very incorrect, 
the author has thought proper to form a text for himfelf, agreeing, 
indeed, for the moft part, with Gamier, though not without fome 
material deviations : to which he has added fuch critical obfervations 
as were neceflary to to illuftrate the fenfe of his author. He has like- 
wife compared another edition, printed at Helmftadt 1660, 4to. with- 
out the name of the author (whom, however, we fuppofe to’ have been 
the younger Calixtus) which fupplied very few various readings of 
any importance. With that of Majus (Francof, ad M. 1714, 4,-) over- 
charged with a multiplicity of generally ufclefs notes, Mr. Sturz 
feems not to have been acquainted, nor with that prefixed by Grotius to 
his Dic?a Poctarum apud Stobaum, Paris, 1623, 4to. 

The impreffion is, on the whole, futliciently accurate, though we 
do not think the author’s divifion of the work into paragraphs always 
judicious. Of the notes, which are here placed underthe text, many 
felate tothe words and expreflions borrowed by the author from the 
ancient Attic writers, fuchas Plato, Demotthenes, and ‘Thucydides, or 
point out the fources from which Sc. Bafil derived moft of his hittori- 
cal anecdotes, and his allufions to ancient writers; whilit others con- 
tain obfervations on the grammar and conftru¢tion of the Greek Jan- 
Guage. Jena Littcraturzeitung. 


Arr, 7+ Sexti Julii Frontini de Agueduibus urbis Rome Commen- 
tarius, adfperfis Johan. Poleni, alioramgue Notis una cum fuis; edites 
a Georg, Chriftian Adler, Poft, Primar. Altonano, re. Altona, 
202pp. vo. 
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We need not inform our readers, that this tra@, drawn up by the 
author as a formula offcii, contains an account of the regulations con- 
cerning, and the attention that was paid, to the Roman aqueduds 
thofe ftupendous monuments of art which had a regard only to utility, 
and with refpect to which we may be allowed to exclaim with Front. 
nus himfelf{—* Tot aquaritn tam multis neceffariis molibus py ramides 
videlicet otiofas compares, aut contra inertia, fed fama celebrata, 
opera Grecorum.” ‘The text of this Effay, which had been very 
much corrupted, the Editor has correéted according to Corradinus de 
Allia, Venice, 1742, whofe excellent critical remarks are likewife an- 
nexed to the work, as are alfo extraéts from other commentators, fuch 
as Polenus, Scriverius, Keuchen, Scaliger, and Obfopacus. Many 
of the various readings and paflages fupplied from MSS. might, in our 
judgment, with great propriety have been reccived inty the text. The 
work 1s accoinpanied with three plates. 

Jena Litteraturz. & Goett. Anzs 


Art. 58 D. Marcus Eliefer Bloch’s Naturgefcbichte der aufline 
difchen FifcheeNatural Hifiory of Foreign Fifh, by NM. Bloch.  Ber- 
lin, 1793. VIL Vol. Large oblong folio, with 36 plates, coloured 
from nature. 


A very confiderable part of the fifh defcribed in this volume are 
inhabitants of the Indian feas. Mr. John, who had made the collec. 
tion during his refidence in India, was anxious to contribute to the 
perfe€tion of fo important a work by furnifhing Mr. Bloch with the 
materia!s neceflary tor the accurate knowledge of thefe fith. 

The fubfcribers, who have each taken upon themfelves the expence 
of one plate for this fplendid work, are—Her Majetty the Queen 
Dowager of Pruffia; Her Majefty the reigning Queen; His Royal 
Highnefs Prince Henry of Pruffia; the Count de Hertzberg ; the 
Burgomatter Dorner, of Hamburgh; Mr. Honkeny, of Golm; Prof, 
Heniler, of Kiel - the Count de Holftein, of Neversdorft ; and Mr. 
Vogt, a banker at Hamburgh. Eight plates have hkewife beea 
engraved at the expence of the Academy of Sciences at Berlin, and 
three at that of the public library at Hamburgh. Lbid. 


Aart. 59. Joannis Davidis Sc ip Hifloriea Tefudinum Iconibus 
illuftraie Fafcienlus I. Il. Enlangen, 1793. 

Thefe two cahiers are accompanied with ten plates, coloured of 
otherwife, acccording to the choice of the purchafer. The work it- 
felf has already appeared in the German language under the title of 
Naturge{chiche der Schildkroten. "The author points out in the Pree 
face the embarraliment avd difficulties attending this part of the natu. 
ral hiftory cf animals, and exprefles his hope that the plates will 
afford the means of treating it with greater method and accuracy.— 
He atrerwards informs us, that he is able to fupply the materials for 
twenty five more fuch pletes copied from nature, to which he con- 
eeives that a twenty-fiath may be added from the nae 
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others. The fpecies defcribed and reprefented in the two prefent 
Fajciculi are, 1. Teftudo europea, Scheid. 2. T. tricavinata, 3. 
q. feabra, Retzii. 4. 7. fcripta. §. T. cinerea, Brown. 6. To 
pia, Horm. 7. 7. pundata. 8. T. ferpentina. g- I. claufa, Blo- 
chi, 10. Y.Greca, 11. T. geometrica. Ibid. 


HUNGAR Y. 


Art. 60. Compendium Inftitutionum Phyficarum, quod in fuorum Andi- 
| torum ufum confcripfit Mathxus Pankl in Reg. Acad. Pofon. Phyficee et 
Rei Ruftice Profeffor. Editio altera, novis inventis locupletata, et ad 
Syfema Antiphlogifticnm accommodata. Pofonii (Prefzburg), 1793. 
8vo. 


In the firft part of this very comprehenfiye and ufeful fummary, 
the author treats de Corpore abjoluté confiderato; or, of Mechanics, 
Aftronomy, and Optics: which laft article fhould, we conceive, 
rather have occupied the middle place. The fecond has for its title 
De Corpore chemicé confiderato; in which the author gives an account 
of affinities, chemical operations, fire, the feveral kinds of air, folid 
matter, plants, animals, &c. whilft the third has for its object Core 
pus phyhice confideratum ; in which are confidered the origin of the 
earth, the changes it has peaeer at its magnitude, external and in- 
ternal conftitution, its atmofphere, electricity, water and metcors, 
foflils, vegetables, and animals. Of the chemical fyftem adopted by 
Mr. P. we are informed before he enters on any of thefe ‘ot 
though we do not fee what connettion there is between the fubjects 
difcuffed in the firft and that fcience. The fubje&t of animal mag- 
nctifm is here treated of under the head of Electricity. 
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DOMESTIC LITERATURE: 





Mr. Wakefield’s Edition of Virgil, in the Form and Mannet 


of his Horace, as progreffively advancing. 


An elegant Claudian, in the Size of the Silius Italicus, is 
printing at the Shakfpear Prefs. 


The Pofthumous Works of Mr. Gibbon, together with the 
Tracts, with large Editions to each, and the Life of the Hif- 
torian, written by Himfclf, are printing under the Infpetion 
of Lord Shetheld. 


An important Work on the Moral Duties of Man, is pre- 
paring by Mr. Gifborne. 


The Clarendon Prefs has completed one Volume of Plu- 
tarch’s Works, under the Care and with the Criticifms of 
Profetlor Wittenbach, which will foon be publifhed both in 
an Otavo and Quarto Form. 


Among the Foreign Publications lately imported to this 
country, many of which we have already noticed, are the fol- 
lowing unportant Works : 


A Volume of Pindar, with the Notes and Criticifms of 
Beckius. | 


The Second Volume of Stobaus—the Second Volume of 
Gricfhach’s Symbole Critica. The Cyclops of Euripides, 
with Critical Notes by Hoepfner. An additional Volume of 
the Poetzw Latini Minores, which is the firft Part of Vol. VI. 
The Syitema Phyfica of Julius Pollux, and the Do@trina Num- 
morum Veterum, in Quarto, by Eckhell. A new Volume of 
the Berlin TranfaQions, &c. &c. 


Many Readers of our Foreign Catalogue a be 
glad to be informed, that thefe, and feveral other Works there 
commended, may be had at Mr. dlinfley’s. 
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ACKNOWLEDGMENTS TO CORRESPONDENTS. 





We are thankful to R. C. for his Attention to us—In 2 
Work like ours occafional Errors of the Prefs cannot be al- 
together avoided—It is our Fndeavour to render them as few 
and of as little Importance as poffible. 


Alearned Correfpondent has favoured us with Remarks on 
the word Teftamentum, and on @2.» in Coloff. II. 18, of 
which we hape to have an Opportunity of availing ourfelves. 


A gentleman, who figns himfelf A grate!) Reader, has 
enabled us to amufe our Readers by the Infertion af the 
following Note on News-papers, from cr very curious little 
Bo IK, entitled Zoot omia, or Obfervations on the prefent Mane 
ners of the Englifh, briefly anatomizing the Living by the 
Dead, in Obfervations, EW. yes, &c. by Rich. Whitlock, 
M. D. late Feltow of All Souls Colledge in Oxford, Lendon, 
1054.” “ It will prove’ our Correfpondent fans, “¢ that 
Sires. -papers, near a Century and a half ago, difplayed the 
fome Ingenuity, as they do at prefent; the Extract is taken 


‘from p. 231 of tne Book, and the Effay is “ the Teares of the 


Preil,’ xe What Truths politicck or News fuffer by the 
Preiie | 1S : week, ly experienced : itis nothing to kill @ Man this 
Week, and with /nk inftead of Agua Vita fetch him alive neat; 
to ar rowne two Admirals in one Week, and busy them up 
agvaine the next. Each fide favcth its Knight, and killeth the 
Giont; but more aflurediy Truths, fo that many of thefe Pam- 
phi ts may better be terined the Werkly Bills of Yruth’s Alor- 
tality, than faithfull Inteligencers of Affaires.” 


At the Suggeftion of the fame Correfpondent, wealfo think 
ivht to fubititute B ulagne for Bologna, in p. 664 of our laft 
Nus ber. “The MS. of Cic. in quettion, is faid to have been 
brows tht from “ the Lybrary off owre Ladye’s Churche in Bul- 
len” The Church of St. Ma ary in Bouloyne, we well know, 
Was famous, It is me ntioned, among other places, 1 in Gam- 
mer Gurton’s Needle, A&. 2. Sc. 2. —The Price of the Book 
Mere reviewed thoud have been marked §s. inftead of 3s. 6d. 
We thank this Gentleman for other fenfible (bfervations. 


A Conflant Reader, who writes from Briftol Hotwells, thinks» 
os Sfome others of our Friends have alfo fuygetted, that the 
Voce mentioned by Jof :phus, (See Vol. ILI. p. 3¢0.) is con- 
fir.ued 
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94 Acknowledgments to Corre)pondents: 
firmed by the Paffage of Tacitus, Book v. cap. 13. ‘* Audita 


major humana vox excedere Deos;” a Circumitance which 
certainly deferves attention. Healfo correéts Mr, Wheeldon’s 
too general Affertion, that thete was not one rational Preacher 
in Cromwell’s twelve Years, by an Enumération of fome who 
flourifhed at that ‘period. We conceive, however, that Mr. W, 
meant to fay, not that none exifted at that Time, but that none 
ons then formed. With this Letter we receiyed a fmall 
Tra&. 


G. A, S. is defired to accept our Thanks for his Remarks, 
We alfo inform him, that, in our next Number we fhall infert 
fome further Obfervations on the important Word he mene 
tions. 


F.T. Sidnienfis will doubtlefs excufe our defining his Res 
marks this Month, en account of the great Variety of extra 
ordinary Matter we are obliged to infert. 


A Friend, who modeftly figns himfelf Nemo, is entitled to 
our Thanks, which we, in this Manner, are happy to render 
him. 


Another, who writes to us a fecond Time under the affumed 
Style of a Quaker, enables us better than before to guefs at his 
seal Defignation. We know his Withes are friendly, and we 
thank him for his Hints. 
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ERRATUM, 


The Reader is defired thus to corres the Extract from the Bithop 
of Carlifle’s Sermon, in our laft Review, p, 702. : 


ti 


“© So was it that the nobles, who had weakly yielded to their feats” 


and apprehenfions, and Sad fevered themfelves from their 
ftock, were defpifed and fcorned, and, when ogcafion offered, were 
treated,” &e, 
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